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Thorner’s Litton

A Dissenting School in Dorset

C.]. BAILEY

INTRODUCTION

This paper is written to mark the 300th anniversary of the
founding of one of Dorset’s oldest surviving village schools.
In 1953 the writer was appointed head of the Litton Cheney
Church of England Primary School. He soon became
aware, however, that despite its name it was in fact the con-
tinuation of an independent endowed school founded in
1690 by one Robert Thorner. The following summary of its
history is based on research over a long period and records
its strange, perhaps unique, metamorphosis from an early
dissenting foundation to that of the present school with
Salisbury Diocesan Education Committee as Trustees.

CHARITY SCHOOLS IN DORSET VILLAGES
The report on the state of charity schools resulting from inquiries
made in the early 1800s (Dorset Vol 1839) gives details of twenty
charitable foundations in Dorset villages.

Three of these were designated as ‘classical’. The oldest was the
Free School at Evershot, founded by Christopher Stickland in
1628, who by deed recited his intention ‘to have a free school for
reading, writing and grammar erected and settled within the town
of Evershot where he was born, for the instruction and breeding of
men children . . . a schoolmaster there for ever to train up, instruct
and teach the same children in good learning, true religion and the
fear of God.” At Broadwindsor in 1725 Robert Smith gave by will
certain lands and a messuage to be converted into a school-house
‘fit and convenient for the schoolmaster to live and teach school
therein for the instruction of youth for ever in the English, Latin,
Greek and Hebrew tongues’. The property was vested in the vicars
of Burstock and their successors for ever.

At Litton Cheney Robert Thorner, by will dated 31st May 1690,
bequeathed all his real estate in the City of London to his execu-
tors, the rents from part of which were to be employed towards the
maintenance of a free school in Litton, Dorsetshire, to teach the
male children of the said parish to read, write, cast accounts and
grammar from the age of six to fifteen.

The remaining seventeen charity schools were described as non-
classical. All taught reading, writing and arithmetic and almost all
had close links with the established church under the direction of
the village parson. Thorner‘s however was an outstanding excep-
tion owing no allegiance to the local church and stoutly resisting
attempts to persuade it to teach the catechism and become subject
to religious inspection by the Diocesan Authority.

The founders of most of these early charity schools clearly relate
to their respective localities. Thus Stickland was born at Evershot
and it is clear that relatives were still living in the area though he
himself was described as ‘of Yealdon, County Bedford’. By con-
trast, Hutchins’ detailed account of the Thorner bequest to Litton
Cheney (Vol II 750-1) gives no information whatever of the man
himself or-any clue as to his relationship with the village which he
remembered in his will. Neither does local tradition help.

ROBERT THORNER AND LITTON CHENEY
Reference to Robert Thorner was made in some notes on the his-
tory of Litton Cheney by a former Rector (Daniell, 1952, 13):

‘in the 17th century this village produced a large-hearted benefac-
tor. He was Robert Thorner who was christened in Litton Cheney
Church in 1621 and who died in 1690. He left an endowment for
the education of the village children. The school is still known as
“Thorner’s Charity”. He also left money to start boys in life by pro-
viding them with an outfit of clothing and help in their apprentice-
ship in a trade. His benefactions extended to Dorchester, Salisbury
and Southampton. Indeed, 87 elderly women live in his almshouses
in Southampton. His generosity extended even further afield for he
left a generous legacy to Harvard University, USA.

It is interesting to note his link with Isaac Watts, the hymn writer.
Robert Thorner was co-deacon with Watts’ father in the first Con-
gregational Church in Southampton’.

Most of this information could have been deduced from the out-
line of the Thorner will in Hutchins but the last paragraph suggests

that the writer, a keen local historian, knew something of his associ-
ation with the Independent Congregation at Southampton. The
booklet from which it is taken has no references but it seems
almost certain that if the writer had been able to explain the
Thorner family’s presence in Litton he would have done so.

THE LITTON REGISTERS
By strange coincidence two ‘Robert Thorners’ appear quite close
together in the baptism register for the early 1600s.

1. Robert, son of ffrances Thorner and Mary his wife was baptised
18 November 1621.

2. Robert, son of John Thorner and Ruth his wife was baptised 29
September 1633.

From the date of birth given in the above quotation, Canon
Daniell must have known that our Robert Thorner was 69 when he
died, thus making the first entry relevant. However with no source
of information given, the date of death had to be confirmed. It is
important at this point to add that there are two further significant
entries in the registers.

1. Christian, daughter of ffrances Thorner and Mary his wife was
baptised 25 July 1624.
2. Mary, wife of Robert Thorner buried 6 August 1624.

It would therefore appear that Robert Thorner's mother died as
the result of the birth of her next child. Since there are no further
entries relating to the family ffrances must have left Litton, prob-
ably for London. We know that he remarried and had a daughter
Anne (see below).

ROBERT THORNER AT BADDESLEY
‘I, Robert Thorner, of Baddesley in the county of Southampton .. .’
thus begins his will dated 31 May 1690, North Baddesley then being
a village some five miles north of the centre of the town of
Southampton.

Correspondence with the present rector (Rev. J. R. Tarr) of that
parish confirmed that he was buried in the churchyard there ‘with
his two wives so I have been told by various parishioners’. Refer-
ence to the registers of the parish in the Hampshire Record Office
showed his burial to have been in July 1690 (full date not given)
and a visit to North Baddesley churchyard indeed showed his table-
tomb between two others with the simple inscription:

Here lyeth the body of Robert Thorner,
gent, who died the 17th July Anno Dom
1690 in the 69 year of his age.

The top slab of the tomb has been recently renewed and carries
the inscription which is obviously a copy of the original.

The lettering on the other tombs has long since been obliterated
by weathering but reference to the Baddesley registers found a
burial entry for Elizabeth, wife of Robert Thorner, in September
1687. The rector’s reference to two wives is corroborated by an
entry in the register of a marriage between Robert Thorner and
Rachel Durmond on Christmas Day 1689. His burial was recorded
in July 1690. The second tomb is no doubt hers, despite the fact
that a general search of the register between 1682 and 1742
revealed no further baptism, marriage or burial entries for the
Thorner family. She may, of course have remarried.

From the above we may deduce that Robert came with his elderly
wife Elizabeth to North Baddesley some time before her death in
1687. His second marriage, fifteen months later, was certainly to a
much younger woman as in his will be makes provision not only for
her but also for a possible child. The will was made five months
after the marriage and in another two Robert was dead.

It is tempting to think of their marriage as one of an elderly and
frail man marrying a young woman for the sake of a house-keeper
but in his will he refers to her as ‘my lawful and loving wife Rachel’
and leaves her £500, his tenement and lands at Pitton, near
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Salisbury, and ‘all my household stuff to dispose of’. This latter sug-
gest that he was only a tenant of his residence at Baddesley, no
mention being made of a house. Certainly Robert Thorner had
retired to Baddesley from London. A later pastor of the Congrega-
tional Church at Southampton (Adkins 1836, 130) wrote:

‘The health of Mr. Thorner having become infirm he resorted for its
restoration to the quietude and salubrity of a rural residence; and
chose Baddesley in the vicinity of Southampton as his place of retreat’.

THORNER IN LONDON
No one, as far as the writer is aware, has been able to fill in with
any detail the sixty or so years between his baptism at Litton and
his retirement to Baddesley.

Several sources describe him as a London merchant. However,

they give no indication of th& kind of goods in which he traded so
successfully that he was able to acquire property and build up a
considerable fortune. Much later (Adkins, 1830, 130) his London
property was thus described:
‘The estate belonging to this charity (i.e. the trust set up by his will)
consists of a parcel of land with several houses, shops and stalls
erected thereon forming part of Leadenhall country and market sit-
uate in the parish of All Hallows, Lombard Street’.

The lack of interest in his earlier years may perhaps be explained
by the fact that he has been remembered for his generous bequests
rather than for the way in which he acquired the wherewithal to
make them. Moreover the full value of his generosity was not
realised until the surrender date of the leases on the property in
1769. By that time memory of the benefactor himself must have
become very dim.

ASSOCIATION WITH THE DISSENTING

MOVEMENT
Thorner’s life span in fact coincided with the growth of dissent
from the established church. In 1662 the Act of Uniformity result-
ed in many ministers being deprived of their livings and gave impe-
tus to the dissenting movement and the setting up of independent
meetings. At first these had to struggle against laws making it an
offence to attend them but in 1689 the Toleration Act allowed such
meetings provided the place of worship was registered. In his will,
drawn up in the year following the passing of the act, Thorner was
thus able to give real support to the newly formed Congregational
church at Southampton. It is from the early records of that church
that we learn something, albeit tantalisingly little, of the man
himself.

In 1836 a pastor of the church (Adkins, 130) described him as ‘a
man of eminent piety, of irreproachable conduct and extensive
benevolence’ who had resided in the metropolis in earlier life
‘where by blessing of providence on his labours he accumulated a
considerable property which he faithfully employed for the glory of
the giver and the good of mankind’.

A later source (Silvester Davies, 307) describes Robert Thorner
as a member of an independent congregation in London meeting in
Girdler’s Hall who retired to Baddesley bringing with him a letter
of commendation from the pastors and deacons of the London
Congregation to the Independent Congregation in Southampton.
The letter was dated 17th July 1688. Mr. Thorner was appointed an
elder at the organisation and settlement of the Above Bar church
in August of the same year.

The first edition of the 1" Ordnance Survey map
(1811) identified Hill Close and named the School House.

Plate 1.

The letter is quoted in full by Adkins as ‘an honourable testimony
to the excellency of the man to whom it refers’. It begins, ‘Whereas,
Mr. Thorner, having several years since, given himself up to the
Lord, and to us by his will, and during all those years walked wor-
thy of that holy profession among us, and in order to his sitting
down with us, he made, and indeed obtained the help of God to
render himself, in and by the occasional exercise of his gifts and
graces, exemplarily useful, and a special blessing to our whole fel-
lowship, insomuch that he hath been singularly beloved by us.. . .".

If we take ‘several years’ literally to mean ‘a moderate number,
more than two but not many’ (Oxford Dict) then it would seem
that he became a member of the Independent Congregation quite
late in life. The sources quoted above seem to suggest that Thorner
joined the Above Bar congregation on leaving London. However,
we have already noted the death of his first wife in Baddesley in
September 1687 — ten months before the letter of commendation
was written.

Reading between the lines, one gets the impression that Thorner,
even before he came to Baddesley, was no stranger to the congre-
gation at Southampton where he was so soon accepted and made
one of the first officials of the church. It might be argued that the
need for a reference was to the contrary but such a testimonial was
described (Adkins, 130) as ‘an illustration of the mode of proce-
dure then employed, and still perpetuated amongst Congregational
churches on occasions of a similar nature’.

THE THORNER WILL

Hutchins quotes at length the passages relating to the founding of
the school and the setting up of the apprenticing charities. How-
ever, a copy of the full will having been obtained, two further
minor bequests were found relevant to Litton.

1. ‘item . .. and I bequeath to my sister Katherine Begon the
interest or use arising from one hundred pounds for the term of her
natural life, which sum I appoint my Executors to put out to inter-
est and to pay the interest money arising therefrom to Mr. John
Filer of Litton in the county of Dorset to be paid by him for and
toward my sister’s subsistence, and after her decease I bequeath the
said sum to the grandchildren of my said sister to be equally divid-
ed among them’.

The name is most unusual. Katherine does not appear in the
Litton registers but the name occurs three times between 1614 and
1684. When it does it is always ‘alias Jacob’. The inference from
this bequest is that Katherine in 1690 was an ageing widow unable
to look after her own affairs and was perhaps an older sister who
had married and stayed on at Litton.

2. ‘item ... and I bequeath to Mr. John Filer, minister, and Mr.
Richard Meadway of Litton, Co. Dorset twenty shillings to each of
them to buy things in remembrance of me’.

John Filer M.A., Trinity College, Oxford followed his father as
rector of Litton in 1680. He died and was buried in Litton in May
1690 - fifteen days before the Thorner will was dated. No record
has been found of Richard Meadway.

These bequests would seem to suggest that Robert Thorner must
have visited Litton often enough to maintain a close friendship
with the two men and perhaps keep an eye on his sister.

The will also mentions another sister:

‘item . . . I give unto my sister Mary Thorner of Blackffryers, Lon-
don three shillings per week to be paid out of my estate during the
term of her natural life’.

Obviously Mary had never married; one might suggest that since
she was named after her mother she may have been the oldest of
the children of Robert Thorner the elder by his first marriage.

ROBERT THORNER AND THE HOLLIS FAMILY
The four executors appointed by the Thorner will were Bennet
Swain, fishmonger and citizen of London, Thos. Hollis jun. of Lon-
don, Isaac Watts and John Brackstone, clothier, of Southampton.
These were also to be trustees of the estate who would administer
the various charities. Each of them, before his death, was to nomi-
nate a successor ‘to undertake the trust in his place from time to
time after his decease for ever’.

Isaac Watts was, as we have already seen, co-elder with Robert
Thorner of the Above Bar Congregational Church in Southamp-
ton. He was the father of Isaac Watts the eminent Free Church
minister. Thomas Hollis is most relevant to this paper as he was the
founder of the London family of prominent nonconforming laymen
who, in turn, according to the instruction in the will, admin-istered,
and indeed greatly furthered, the charities set up by it.

At this point the writer should relate how, in the early days of
this research, he was visited by Malcolm Mercer of Sheffield who



had been studying the history of education in South Yorkshire in
the eighteenth century. At the time of the visit he was preparing a
paper on the Hollis Educational Trust (Mercer 1985) which had
founded and maintained an educational charity in Sheffield and
Rotherham.

During his search he had discovered that the founder of the
Trust, Thomas Hollis, had married Anne, a sister of Robert
Thorner in 1658. His visit to Litton Cheney was prompted by his
finding a reference to a Dorset school among the Hollis papers. He
hardly expected to find the school let alone someone who had
taken a great interest in its story. Much of this paper, where it
relates to the Hollis family, is based on invaluable information
which he subsequently made freely available; to him the writer is
greatly indebted.

Anne is not mentioned in the Thorner will. She certainly was
alive at the time of his death and it may well be that, having mar-
ried into a thriving merchant family, there was no need to make
provision for her. She must, of course, have been Robert’s half-sis-
ter, his father having married again after the death of his mother at
Litton in 1624.

In his will, Robert left a tenement and lands at Pitton, near Salis-
bury, Wilts to his wife. Since it was just possible that his father had
moved to Pitton from Litton and that Anne had been born there a
search was made of the Pitton records in the Wilts Record Office at
Trowbridge. Unfortunately, the parish registers did not begin until
1661 (we know that Anne was born in 1649). Further search among
other relevant records failed to find a Thorner there.

Merecer, in his paper, records (p.68) that Thomas Hollis, executor
of the Thorner will and trustee of the charities set up by it was born
in 1634, the son of a Rotherham whitesmith. While serving an
apprenticeship with his mother’s brother, a Sheffield cutler, he lived
with the family. The Ramskars worshipped at the Sheffield parish
church where they were influenced by the vicar James Fisher,
later to be ejected for non-conformity. As a result Thomas Hollis
was ‘affected and converted’. In 1654 he was sent to the Ramskar
London office where he settled and set up a successful business of
his own. In 1658 he married Anne Thorner and together they wor-
shipped in Pinner Hall, a meeting place for many distinguished
nonconformists and a celebrated centre of moderate theology.

It seems certain therefore that Thorner was introduced to the
Hollis family by Anne’s marriage. Then, if he had not already done
so, he became, like his brother-in-law, an ardent nonconformist and
their subsequent lives show a remarkably similar pattern. Thus,
besides sharing the same ideas about worship both were London
merchants, Thomas being a draper but retaining his links with the
Sheffield cutlers. Both realised the value of education and
endowed charity schools, Thorner at Litton and Hollis at Rother-
ham and Sheffield. Both men supported the University of Harvard
in New England and set up almost identical trusts providing
almshouses and pensions for poor widows, Thorner at Southamp-
ton and Hollis in Sheffield. Each was a close friend of the Watts
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family, Thorner with the father in Southampton and Hollis with the
more famous hymn-writer son who subsequently lived with him
and Anne between 1700 and 1710, their home being close to St.
Botolph’s Church, Aldgate.

It seems clear that Hollis, in the course of executing Robert
Thorner’s will, was greatly influenced by it, copying closely the
founding of the educational trust and the almshouses. Unlike
Thorner, he had a son to follow him —another Thomas (1659-1731).
The latter died childless and his wealth and the conduct of his
affairs, including the Hollis Trust passed to his brother Nathaniel.
He, in turn, had a son Thomas who died in 1735 and a grandson
yet, another Thomas, who was none other than the Thomas Hollis
who died in 1774 at Corscombe in West Dorset having retired to
Urles Farm in 1770. He is the subject of a lengthy memoir in
Hutchins (II, 96-98). His relationship with Dorset is best described
by Dorothy Gardiner (Gardiner, 90-92). For our immediate pur-
pose, we may refer to a source quoted by Mercer (Robins, 416-7):

‘After early schooling, and a period in Amsterdam, Thomas Hol-
lis lived for a short while with his cousin Timothy in Ormonde
Street, London. His education was later extended by attending the
classes of Dr. John Ward, Professor of Rhetoric at Gresham Col-
lege. In February 1738 he moved to Lincolns Inn where he
remained for over ten years though there is no evidence that he
practised law. By that time he could speak French, Dutch, Italian
and German and read Latin and Greek. He had acquired a taste
for art and antiquity, a passionate love of civil and religious liberty,
possibly influenced by his family and the preachers at Pinners Hall,
and an affection for puritan America and for Harvard University’.

As we shall see later, it was this Thomas who, with his cousin
Timothy, built the school house at Litton which still stands today
and was the home of the writer for 25 years. In doing so he was, of
course, furthering the wishes of his great grandmother’s brother,
thus uniting the two families in what was later to become the
Thorner and Hollis School at Litton.

HARVARD UNIVERSITY

In 1958 the writer corresponded with the Secretary of Harvard
(David W. Bailey) concerning its association with Thorner and the
Hollis family. In his reply he wrote, ‘Thomas Hollis [he was refer-
ring to the Thomas of the last paragraph] is indeed a familiar name
at Harvard . . . from where I sit it is but a step to Hollis Hall, a dor-
mitory named after him and the earlier members of that family
who were great benefactors.

The name Thorner is less familiar today but he occupies an hon-
oured place in the Harvard Archives. He was a wealthy dissenter
who had known Nathaniel, brother of Increase Mather the rector
of this University from 1685-1701. He had also met Increase when
he spent four years in England from 1685 soliciting gifts for the uni-
versity. Long before this, however, he had decided to leave a legacy
to Harvard, writing to Nathaniel:

Plate 2. The School viewed from the south in 1984. The modern buildings (1968) are in front of the 1878 schoolroom. The
master’s house (1774) was built like a typical large farmhouse of the period with two ground floor rooms, two first floor
bedrooms and two attic bedrooms. Originally there were no windows on the south side.
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‘Deare Sir, I shall not forgett the nursery of lerning and piety, upon
which God, I hope, haue set by harte for many yeares past . ..’

As we have seen he made a generous bequest of £500 but this
was not fully paid up until the leases on the London property
expired in 1775.

THE THORNER CHARITY IN LITTON CHENEY
The School
In the Thorner will (1690) the main benefactions to Litton follow a
complicated direction to the executors detailing how they should
use the profits from the London property for certain family
bequests:
‘item . . . then I appoint twenty pounds per annum of the remaining
neat rents proceeds issues and profits towards the maintenance of a
ffree school in the parish of Litton in the county of Dorsett to teach
the male children of the said parish to read write cast accounts and
grammar from the age of six years to fifteen. The schoolmaster to
be appointed by my Trustees’.

The Apprenticing Charity
‘And the remainder of the profits of the said lands the foregoing
legacies mentioned being first allowed I give to the binding out
apprentices to mechanical labouring trades such poor children and
youth as are of pious and sober persons of the said parish of Litton
the town of Dorchester town of Southampton and the city of
Sarum to every child five pounds for placing out apprentice and
five pounds more for a stock to set up with at the end of the
apprenticeship which I will give only to persons of the said places
who are sober and industriously inclined in the opinion of my
Trustees’. :

This latter bequest is outside the purpose of this paper but it is
worth mentioning that, like the school, it has been serving the chil-
dren of the parish for three hundred years.

The First Hundred Years

The relatively few records of the early days of the school are found
in the Thorner Charity documents deposited in the Southampton
Record Office, in particular the ‘London’ Account Books
1690-1844.

The first indication of the school being in operation is ‘by one
year’s salary to Thos Dawes, Schoolmaster 24 July 1695". There is
no indication as to the site of the school but we do known that it
was not on the present site (see below). The accepted and neces-
sary custom of children working from a very young age must have
limited numbers. By comparison with comparable Dorset village
schools at the beginning of the 1800s we might hazard a guess that
the attendance at Litton was not more than around twenty during
the 1700s.

The length of service of the first masters is remarkable. Thomas
Dawes died in January 1746 having been in the post 51 years. John
Hurd who was appointed in his place ran the school for another 31
years. In 1778 he was followed by the Robert Cox mentioned
below but he had to forego part of his £20 salary ‘allowing £5 per
annum to the later schoolmaster John Hurd, he being incapacitated
through age and infirmity’. The next appointment was that of the
Rev. Mr. Kirkup of South Petherton in 1781 who had to contribute
to John Hurd’s pension for another two years. No doubt the
Trustees were reluctant to appoint an Anglican but had to accept
the situation, the problem having already arisen in the Hollis
School at Rotherham.

Mercer, quoting from the Hollis Papers, thus noted the occasion

in 1779 when the trustees of the Rotherham school were finding
difficulty in appointing a practising Dissenter. The Sheffield
Trustees could only find John Morton, an Anglican, to fill the post.
The matter was referred to Timothy Hollis who went at length to
explain his feelings on the matter:
‘This trust was undoubtedly founded for the support of the Dis-
senting Interest. This man is not a Dissenter and how far it is con-
sistent with our principles to oblige a man to go to a Meeting
counter to his judgement I do not see any more than obliging a
Dissenter to conform for a place or post say as Exciseman or other
office. A similar situation had arisen in Dorset but as there was not
a Dissenting Meeting nearer than Bridport, Dorchester and Sher-
borne, 8, 10, and 12 miles, a churchman was appointed. It is differ-
ent in Rotherham so that if a Dissenter of good character can be
found it will be much more desirable.’

Timothy is, of course, referring to Thorner’s School at Litton
where the problem must have arisen when Robert Cox was
appointed the year before. Thus three years later, as we have seen,
an Anglican in Holy Orders was chosen to fill the vacancy

following Cox’s resignation.

Timothy’s pronouncement is vital to the conclusion reached in
this paper that in the 1700s and well into the next century Thorner’s
School at Litton was controlled by a strong dissenting interest. It
must be stated, however, that there is no evidence of conflict with
the established church at Litton during the school’s early days, that,
as we shall see, was to come later. Indeed Robert Thorner’s obvi-
ously close friendship with the parson at Litton and the later
appointment of masters for their qualities as teachers rather than
for their religious inclinations suggest a considerable degree of tol-
erance.

The Schoolmaster’s House

Timothy Hollis must surely have been well acquainted with Litton.
His cousin Thomas had bought his farm at Corscombe with the
manors of Halstock and Netherstock as far back as 1741 but did
not retire there until 1770. He too was a trustee of the Thorner
Charity in Litton and it seems likely that the two cousins often dis-
cussed the problems of the school. Certainly together they took
considerable steps to further its efficiency.

Thus ‘in 1770, Henry Legg, occupying an estate called Hodder’s
Farm, held by lease of Rev. John Richards, conveyed to Thomas
Hollis 2'/> acres to the use and benefit of the Charity School in
Litton’ (Thorner Papers).

The report of the Charity Commissioners in 1839 (Hants Vol.)
noted:

‘In 1776 Timothy Hollis, one of the then Trustees, by indenture
enrolled in Chancery conveyed to Thomas Brand Hollis and two
others, his co-trustees, a close called Hill Close, containing by esti-
mation 2'/ acres at Litton in Dorsetshire, previously purchased by
a former Thomas Hollis, then deceased, at his own expense,
together with a house for the habitation of the schoolmaster then
built thereon by the said Thomas Hollis and Timothy Hollis at their
joint expense . . . for the use of the trustees, on trust, to permit the
house and such part of the close as has been divided off for making
a garden or yard thereto, to be occupied rent-free by the master of
the free school at Litton, with the power of the trustees to remove
him from his residence, and to lease the remainder of the close and
apply the rents for the repair of the house, it being the intention of
the said Timothy Hollis that the management of the said premises
should always be under the care of the trustees of Robert Thorner’.

It seems clear from the above that when the house was built the
schoolroom was elsewhere in the village. However, in 1834 it was
noted (Dorset Vol.) ‘that the school premises consist of a spacious
schoolhouse with a large schoolroom with every convenience but
now in a bad condition’. A schoolroom therefore must have been
added to the house, probably soon after it was built. However, no
record of the move from the first school has been found. An entry
in the account book shows ‘1825 by repairs for thatching Litton old
schoolhouse, but this could not have been the house in Hill Close
which had a slate roof. (It is known that William Hawkins, landlord
of The White Horse at Litton, was in 1841 living in Old School
House, probably as a tenant of the trustees after they had built the
school in Hill Close.)

Some confusion arises between ‘The School House’ and the
‘Schoolhouse’. Usually, but not always, the former refers to the
master’s residence, the latter to the school itself. The surveyors of
the first O.S. map (c. 1805) identified the building in Hill Close as
‘Schoolhouse’. Since it was not then their practice to name individ-
ual houses, not even large country mansions, they are obviously
noting the school itself. On their later large-scale maps only the
‘school’ is identified but the road leading to it is ‘School House
Lane’.

We learn a great deal about the building of the master’s house
from a document among the Thorner Papers. It lists some eighty
items of expenditure covering three years from 1771.

In March of that year work was begun showing payment for the
diggihg of foundations and bringing oak timbers from Nash in the
Marshwood Vale. In November however, work suddenly stopped
and did not start again for fourteen months. A cryptic single entry
for 1772 shows that in September of that year payment was made
‘for a messenger to Litton about ye land (twice)’. Obviously some
flaw had been found in the conveyance and work only began again
in April of the following year.

It then proceeded apace and by July ‘a customary allowance to
the workmen in setting up ye beams — 3s’ was noted. On Septem-
ber 3rd there was payment ‘at setting up ye principal rafters and
laying ye foundations of ye Necessary House'! By the end of the
month roofing was underway. An entry suggests that the slate was
brought to West Bay by ship there being an entry ‘paid to labourers



at Bridport for assisting in unloading the slate’. It is interesting to
note payment for loads of stone coming from quarries at
Portisham, Long Burton and Ham Hill.

By February 1774 the house was finished but alas Thomas Hollis
did not live to see it, at least not in its completed state — he died
suddenly on January 1st of that year. The account shows that final
payments were made in settlement on July 21st:

Thomas Hollis Esqr. dec. his half £222.7s
Timothy Hollis his half paid to

Thomas Brand Hollis, Executor of the

above Tho. Hollis, dec. his half £222.7s

An entry in (1775) in the Charity account book shows that £425
was paid out of the account ‘to school at Litton Cheney’. It seems
therefore that Timothy thereby repaid himself and the estate of his
cousin for their outlay in building the house.

THE SCHOOL 1800-1877

With the death of Timothy in 1791, at the age of 81, the efforts of
the Trustees were directed towards the almshouses in Southampton
and their interest in the school at Litton began to decline. In 1778
the accumulated rents from the London property had enabled
them to purchase a site in Southampton and erect almshouses as
instructed by the Thorner will. The funds of the Trust continued to
grow so that by 1883 they had provided forty-three widows with
houses and pensions of five shillings a week. These and the contin-
ued support for the apprenticing charities was then noted but there
was no reference whatever to the school at Litton (Silvester Davies
1883, 308).

The Rev. Kirkup, appointed by Timothy way back in 1781, con-
tinued as master until 1823 when he was replaced for a year by
another cleric, the Rev. R. Seward. The next appointment proved
to be most unfortunate.

In 1839 the Report of the Charity Commissioners noted that
Charles Herbert, appointed in 1823 ‘had a good school for about
twelve months after which he began to exert himself in the dissemi-
nation of Unitarian principles in a manner so offensive that the
parents refused to send their children and for many years before
his death (8-9) he had no scholars at all. Not being called upon by
the Trustees, he totally neglected the buildings.’

To add insult to injury he had for the whole time broken up the
land behind the house (which was intended to be let and the rent
used to keep the house in repair) and used it as a garden for
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Plate 3. The north elevation of the house in 1970.
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himself. During all this time the Trustees appear to have ignored the
situation although, as we have seen, they had powers of eviction.

Not till 1834, when a new master, Henry Morgan, was appointed
and the house was repaired did the Trustees visit Litton. They
found that it would be desirable to build a new school room which
would cost £60-70 but made no offer to pay for it from the main
account. The Charity Commissioners noting that ‘there is no fund
for which this sum might be derived except that which is directed to
be appointed to the apprenticing charity. We think the balance of
£5 in favour of Litton in that charity account may, without impro-
priety, be used for this purpose’.

In 1835 an item in the Charity account book records that Thomas
Fisher was paid £64 for building a new schoolroom. This must have
been the building referred to by The Schools’ Inquiry Commission
in 1869. A summary of that report, published in a local newspaper
appears elsewhere, (Bailey 1952, 57). The schoolroom was
described as being 27 ft long, 18 ft wide and 10 ft high, the windows
and fireplace being the only means of ventilation.

The building of the new schoolroom must have made inroads
into the Trustees’ fund. In 1838 we find the first recorded contact
between them and the parish of Litton. In February the Rector, the
Rev. J. S. Cox, received a letter suggesting that the inhabitants of
Litton should contribute towards the salary of the schoolmaster
and that there should be a meeting to discuss the matter. How the
Rector reacted we do not known but it prompted a curt reply — ‘the
Trustees cannot allow the parishioners to prescribe the terms upon
which they will send their children to Litton school’. It seems that
there had been a desire on the part of the Trustees to increase the
master’s salary out of the charity funds but this had been refused by
the Master of the Rolls. However, after consultation with the Char-
ity Commissioners, agreement was reached whereby the parents
should make some small payment towards the education of their
children. Accordingly the Trustees directed Mr. Morgan, the master,
to receive 3 shillings a quarter for the instruction of each child not
being the child of a common labourer.

Henry Morgan was described as a worthy old man, old-
fashioned in his notions of teaching who had occupied the post for
thirty years. However, he died in 1870 as much loved as his prede-
cessor was hated. He is buried in Litton churchyard his stone
inscribed simply ‘Henry Morgan, Schoolmaster’. He was followed
by a Mr. Beale who would be the last to be appointed under the
original Thorner foundation for a fundamental change was about
to take place.
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the right. All the windows still have their Ham

Hill stone mullions but only two sections of the original leaded lights have survived.
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THE THORNER AND HOLLIS SCHOOL 1877-1902
The Elementary Education act of 1870 required boards to be set up
to establish schools in places where none existed and to bring the
already established endowed schools up to standard. The Trustees
of Thorner’s School thus became under pressure to replace the
school, which they had built only forty years before, with one
providing eighty places. With the use of their available funds con-
centrated, as we have already seen, on the almshouses in
Southampton they could not, or perhaps would not, undertake the
funding of a new building.

They, however, and the local church representing the parish of
Litton, were anxious to avoid the setting up of a Board School and
together they promoted a Scheme for the governing and conduct of
a new school which would be built to meet the requirements of the
Act. In so doing they could ensure that there would be some
emphasis on religious teaching albeit non-denominational.

The Scheme was passed in 1876 providing that:

1. The school was to be known as the Thorner and Hollis school.

2. Two governors were to be appointed for six years by the Thorner
Charity.

Two by the vestry of Litton Cheney representing both parish and

church interests.

Two for one year by the subscribers to the school.

3. The governors were not to be excluded because of religious
opinions or attendance or non-attendance at any particular place
of worship.

4. Masters were not required to be in Holy Orders.

5. Religious instruction was to be in accordance with the principles
of the Christian Faith.

6. No scholar should be deprived of any advantage or emolument
in the school on religious grounds.

A subscribers’ fund was set up which had reached over £200 by
the inaugural meeting on May 4th 1877. The projected cost of the
Scheme being £400 it was decided to approach the Charity Com-
missioners for a loan of £200 to make up the sum required.

The Governors appointed under the Scheme present at the
meeting were:

For the Charity Thos. Colfox and Joseph Stevens

For the Parish Dr. Colby (Rector) and Thos. Fry

For the subscribers L. Cox and J. Saunders

It is at once obvious that the London Trustees must have con-
sulted the strong non-conformist element in Bridport before nomi-
nating their representatives since Thomas Colfox was one of a
family long connected with the strong dissenting movement in the
town and which had been concerned in the building of the Unitarian
Chapel in 1794.

The early minutes of the Governors’ Meetings record how the
Scheme was brought into effect:

1877, June 23 Plans for the new school approved.

Aug 1 Tenders accepted for repair of the house.

Sept 24 Estimates for building school received.
Request to Charity Commissioner for an
additional £100 loan.

Oct 29 Tender for school accepted — to be completed in
four months.

Nov 29 Plan discovered to be ‘8 ft too short’ and the
estimate revised.

The plan is in the Dorset County Record Office. The school was
actually built with the position of the classrooms reversed.

By February 1878 the Governors were in a position to advertise
for a married master at a salary of £70 p.a. with £10 to the wife ‘for
the sewing’. Religious instruction was to be in accordance with the
laws of the Board schools (i.e. non-denominational). On March 3rd
a Mr. Garland accepted the post, the school to start on Lady Day.

For the rest of the century the school continued along the lines
of an ever expanding educational system. For our purpose, how-
ever, we should take note of certain developments in the matter of
religious teaching. In February 1887 it was resolved by the Gover-
nors that the Diocesan Inspector should be allowed to examine the
religious knowledge taught in the school provided that the course
of instruction be modified by the omission of the Church of Eng-
land catechism.

Inspectors’ reports in 1889 and 1891 deplored the omission but
the Governors would not relax their decision. However, permitting
the entry of the Diocesan Inspector infers that the Church Syllabus
was being used and as the years went by Salisbury Diocesan
Authority came to bracket Litton with their Church schools.

In 1887 a letter was received from the Bishop of Salisbury asking
the Governors to join a Diocesan Voluntary Schools Association in
the area. The reply was curt and definite:

‘that in no circumstances would the Governors of the Thorner
and Hollis School join an ecclesiastical area’.

The minute book ends in 1903 when the school came under the
newly formed Local Education Authority.

THE SCHOOL 1902-1947

Educational Changes

By the end of the nineteenth century advances in education had
resulted in a confusion of controlling authorities which led to major
reforms. In 1899 the Board of Education Act created a new central
authority and in 1902 the Education Act brought all elementary
schools under the control of local authorities. ‘Voluntary’ schools,
such as Thorner’, with managers appointed under a trust deed,
now came under the direct control of the Local Education Authori-
ty, a committee of the County Council. Thenceforth payment of
teachers and funds for running the schools came from the public
purse. Schoolmasters’ houses were not included nor was the main-
tenance of school buildings as such.

From 1903 the managers were, in the case of ‘non-provided’
schools, appointed jointly by the authority and the founding body.
The overwhelming majority of such schools were regarded as
‘church’ schools by trust deed or custom. In fact by 1926 out of
Dorset’s 253 schools 213 were non-provided (later to be known
as ‘voluntary’), 213 were Church of England, 4 were Catholic
and there was 1 Non-conformist. (Dorset Education Committee
Handbook, 1926)

The School under the 1902 Education Act

From 1903 it is clear that the LEA, although well aware of the
Thorner Charity (but not the nonconformist interest underlying its
foundation), regarded it as a church school. This situation no doubt
arose during the later years of the 19th century as a result of the
declining interest by the Thorner Trustees and a compensating
interest by the village church, the Rector, by custom, being chair-
man of the governors. After 1903 these became ‘managers’ and the
two hitherto appointed by the subscribers were appointed by
the LEA. By now the church was taking over the appointment of
the four ‘foundation’ managers. While the new system, with its
relief from their largest expense, (the payment of teachers) must
have been greeted with relief by the managers, other problems
remained. The house, hitherto an integral part of the charity, was
now entirely divorced from the school and maintained by the rent
paid by the master.

There was also concern as to the future of the charity payment
which hitherto had been used towards the master’s salary; this was
now paid by the local authority. In 1903 the managers resolved that
it should go to the relief of Litton’s rates but that the rent of the
field should be reserved by them towards the upkeep of the school
building. The following year they amended this to £5 only for the
rates, the rest to be used for maintenance. In 1906, however, the
problem was solved by the LEA which, now having the power to
do so, appropriated the income from the charity. The argument
was, of course, that the money was still being used for its original
purpose, albeit indirectly. This state of affairs continued until 1929
(see below).

The years of the first quarter of the 20th century, even with the
intervening war, were for the school a relatively stable period. Gen-
erally, it was a two-teacher school with a master and mistress, the
latter being necessary because since 1876 the school had taken in
girls. It should be noted that during this period it was known as -
‘Thorner’s Charity, Litton Cheney’. Numbers which had been
around 70 at the beginning of the century dropped drastically in
the war years to around 30. In the matter of religious instructiop,
the objection to the catechism was a thing of the past. Now the
Rector took an interest in, and indeed once a week taught, in the
school which was now examined in these matters by the Diocesan
Inspector.

The Central School

Through the later 1920s housewifery for the girls and gardening
and woodwork for the boys was introduced into the larger schools,
these being specially equipped with extra facilities and specially
qualified teachers. Gradually the older children from the smaller
schools were regularly transported to these centres. Thorners,
although small itself, became one such school, mainly because of
the availability of its field for a garden. It served all five villages at
the eastern end of the Bride Valley. To make classroom space
for the extra children the junior children (i.e. 7-11) were conveyed
to Puncknowle school, the same transport returning to Litton with
senior children. These latter were taught by the specialist teachers;



Litton’s infants (5-7) had their own teacher in the small room.

This necessarily put a strain on the managers’ limited income
although most of the cost of adaptation was borne by the LEA.
Use of the field as a garden presented no problems but part of the
house had to be given over to cookery and woodwork rooms. To do
this the accommodation in the house had to be rearranged and the
managers requested that they be allowed to keep £15 of the charity
money each year towards the extra expense incurred. A later appli-
cation for the retention of the whole amount was successful, the
amount being paid direct to the managers, as indeed it is today. The
central school continued through the difficult years of the second
world war until the wupheaval in education which
followed it.

THE SCHOOL 1947-1968

The far-reaching Education Act of 1944 was to bring many

changes. Primary and secondary schools were now clearly defined.

The old non-provided schools, which, as we have seen, were virtu-

ally all ‘church’, found it necessary to receive outside help if they

were to bring their buildings up-to-date. Thus there arose two
kinds of "church’ school:

1. ‘Aided’ whereby the local Diocesan Education Authority took
over the maintenance of the buildings. In these the clergy still
had the right to enter the school and the church still appointed
four of the six managers.

2. *Controlled’” whereby the County Education Authority took over
the upkeep but the clergy no longer had right of entry and the
church no longer appointed a majority of managers.

In 1948 the managers of the school appealed unsuccessfully to
the Trustees of the Thorner Charity to help raise the school to the
required standard. They also considered the possibility of becom-
ing an aided church school on the grounds that the 1876 Scheme
had required religious instruction to be given ‘according to the
principles of the Christian Faith’. They were further encouraged in
this by the fact that in 1948 the Diocesan Education Committee
had included Litton in a paper on the future of its church schools.

In March 1949, they sought the permission of the Charity Com-
missioners to change the status of the school to that of ‘aided
Church of England’. The outcome was unfavourable both to the
managers and to Salisbury. Bishop Lovell wrote, in a personal let-
ter to Canon Daniell:

‘I am sorry that your application has been turned down by the

Charity Commissioners. Controlled seems to be the only answer. I
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observe it is becoming very general in the Diocese.’

That would seem to have settled the matter but among the man-
agers’ minutes and papers there is no further mention of what must
have been a continuing effort by both sides to obtain consent for a
change in the school’s status. The LEA was, of course not directly
involved in the matter. However, eventually the County Education
Officer informed the managers that the school had become ‘volun-
tary aided’ under a Scheme 51/1694P, having been included in an
order with two other schools. The confused state of the matter is
obvious from a second letter which immediately followed the first —
‘I am sorry I was mistaken in suggesting that The Thorner Charity
had been consolidated with a number of educational charities in a
recent scheme made by the Minister. It is, of course, independent’
(managers’ correspondence).

In spite of all the above, by 1952 Thorners Charity School had,
somewhat mysteriously, become Litton Cheney Voluntary Aided
Church of England School; to this the writer was appointed in
1953, (note that the name of Thorner was now dropped from
the title).

In 1956 the managers approached Salisbury with a request for
new lavatories and a cloakroom. When discussing the proposal
with the Diocesan Education Officer the writer queried whether in
so doing Salisbury would be building on land which they certainly
did not own. He was, however, ignored and the building went
ahead.

Four years later the managers were again finding it difficult to
meet their responsibilities and again they wrote to the Trustees this
time receiving a categoric reply from their chairman refusing to
help on the grounds that the primary duty of the Trustees under
the Charity Commissioners’ Scheme was to maintain the widows’
homes in Southampton. The managers then considered becoming
controlled but were dissuaded by Salisbury who, to help, reduced
their contribution to the Diocesan Maintenance Scheme.

In May 1962 a representative of the Diocesan Authority again
discussed with the writer the school’s future, this time in view of the
closure of the neighbouring school at Long Bredy which would
necessitate reorganisation and expansion at Litton. Again the ques-
tion of the ownership of the land was raised, the writer pointing out
that the Thorner Trustees in London (then a firm of solicitors)
alone had the responsibility for the land involved. This time the
matter was taken up and neatly solved in the following manner.

In 1965 Salisbury asked whether the Governors would consider
applying to the Department of Education for a change in

PN

Plate 4. The school from the air in 1990.
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trusteeship investing the Trust in the Salisbury Diocesan Council of
Education.

The managers readily agreed that ‘the trusteeship of the Thorner
Charity School at Litton Cheney (note the use of the original title),
comprising school buildings, a school house and 2'/ acres of land to
be transferred to the Salisbury Diocesan Council of Education pro-
vided that the managers should continue to receive at least £25 p.a.
from the Thorner Charity’.

Within a few months a Scheme was drawn up, advertised and
passed by the Department of the Environment.

Scheme 5059P 30.11.65 . . . ‘the foundation of the Thorner and
Hollis School at Litton Cheney, Dorset shall be administered by
the Salisbury Diocesan Council as the governing body’.

Thus Thorner’s Charity School became Thorner’s Litton Cheney
Church of England (voluntary aided) — the new title summing up
the metamorphosis which was now complete.

THE 1968 EXPANSION

The advantages of the new situation were soon obvious. Salisbury,
an authority with the power to obtain an 80% grant from the
Department enabled the reorganisation to go ahead. In November
1967 the building of two new classrooms, a dining room/hall and
canteen kitchen (the latter provided by the LEA) was begun and
opened officially on October 11th 1968. The £20,000 cost was
shared 80% by the Department, 10% by the Diocese and 10% by
the churches of the five villages which would use the school.

The following year the LEA converted Hill Close into a playing
field and the School Parents’ Association provided a heated swim-
ming pool. The school thereby became an establishment which
could hold its head high among its peers.

CONCLUSION

We have traced the story of the school over the last three
hundred years. In spite of the many changes brought about
by an evolving education system, it still continues today to
implement the simple basic elements as defined by the
founder at the end of the 17th century and still regards the
moral and religious teaching which inspired him to be of
fundamental importance.

It is to be regretted that more details could not be found
of the man himself. However, he stands out clearly as one

with deep personal conviction in religious matters yet toler-
ant and respectful of the feelings of others as well as being
far-seeing in the value of educating the young.

As a tribute to him, the new school buildings were, in
1968, officially opened by Reuben A. Brewer, Professor of
English Literature and Master of Adam’s House at Harvard
University, USA, a foundation which Robert Thorner him-
self had once described as ‘that nursery of learning and
piety upon which I have set my heart’.

Happily the school at Litton, in spite of many attempts to
drop it, still carries the founder’s name in its title.
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Thorner Charity School Litton Managers Minutes and Correspon-
dence (courtesy Chairman Rev. H. G. Smith).

Ellen Ramskar = THOMAS HOLLIS ! of Rotherham

whitesmith d. 1663

Mary Whiting = THOMAS II = ANNE THORNER sister of ROBERT

b.1634
d.1781

m.1658
d.1729

THOMAS 11
b. 1659
d.1731

no issue

THOMAS IV d.1735

THOMAS Y b.1720
(Corscombe) d.1774

THE HOLLIS FAMILY (after Mercer)

Nathaniel d. 1738

JOHN d.1735

l
TIMOTHY 5 sislters

no issue

Isaac
b.1700 b.1700
d.1774 d.1791
Ormonde St.
London
JOHN
b.1743
d.1824
High Wycombe

All those shown in capitals, with the exception of Hollis I, contributed to the Hollis Trust founded by Thomas Il in Sheffield and Rother-

ham. Those underlined are known to have been involved with the Thorner Trust as it concerned the school at Litton. Thomas

v bequeathed

his wealth to a friend Thomas Brand of Hyde in Essex who assumed the name and arms of Hollis. From the report of the Charity Commis-
sioners for Dorset it is clear that he then became one of the Thorner trustees.



Barracks in Dorset during the French Revolutionary and
Napoleonic Wars

JOHN R. BREIHAN
Department of History, Loyola College, Baltimore, USA

Thomas Hardy’s readers are familiar with the great military
preparations made = along the coast of Wessex against
Napoleon’s threatened invasion of 1803-5. This was, however,
not the first threatened invasion of Great Britain
during this era, but the last of a long series. Wars with France
throughout the eighteenth century had involved similar threats
— especially in 1779, when the French and Spanish fleets briefly
controlled the English Channel. The wars at the end of the cen-
tury against the French Revolution and Napoleon simply
involved preparations on a much greater scale than ever
before. The old practices for garrisoning the island could no
longer bear the strain of these numbers, and, beginning in 1793,
the government built, purchased, or rented more than 200 new
barracks, seven of them in Dorset, including the largest single
cavalry barracks in Great Britain. At their greatest extent, the
Dorset barracks were capable of accommodating more than
6,000 men.

Dorset had long been accustomed to the presence of the
military; regiments assigned to assist the Customs officers had
frequently been stationed in its coastal towns and villages, with
headquarters usually at Dorchester (Houlding, 1981, ch. 1). In
1791, for example, there were dispersed detachments of the 1st
Dragoon Guards at Weymouth, Bridport, Blandford, Sherborne,
Poole, Lymington, and Ringwood (PRO, WO65/67, 473). The
troops were quartered on the inns and public houses, since
providing barracks for them would fly in the face of the old
eighteenth-century English prejudice against a permanent
home for the standing army (Schwoerer, 1974). Although
British regiments in Scotland, Ireland, and colonies overseas
were provided with barracks accommodation, it was a constitu-
tional maxim than troops in England should live “among the
people”. In practice, this limited the provision of barracks to
the old royal castles and fortresses and to embarkation ports
like Portsmouth, Plymouth, and Chatham. Any more troops
than these could hold, or troops posted to different locations,
had to be billeted in the inns and public houses, or encamped
in tents.

The billeting system was a remarkable (and little-studied)
responsibility of local government. By the terms of the Mutiny
Act, the keepers of inns, public houses, ale, wine, and coffee
houses, and livery stables were obliged to feed and house foot
soldiers at the rate of 4d. per day, cavalry troopers at 6d., and
their horses also at 6d. These rates had been set in the 1690s,
and not altered since; they were frequently a subject of com-
plaint when provision prices were high. In charge of the system
were Justices of the Peace and parish constables in the country-
side; and mayors, town corporations, and their appointed billet
masters in the towns. Constables or billet masters issued paper
billets to arriving soldiers, apportioning them to the various
public houses; they also were responsible by law for assuring
that all legally required items were provided. Justices and may-
ors, meanwhile, tried to mediate in the inevitable disputes that
arose between the local publicans and the visiting soldiers
(Clode, 1869, vol. 1, ch. 9). The system necessarily caused regi-
ments to be dispersed over several towns, and even troops and
companies over several inns and public houses within a single
town. Lord Herbert, looking for winter quarters for the 2nd
Dragoon Guards in 1792, reported that two troops of his six
were as many as “the People of Dorchester conceive to be their
full quota, & have, I understand, received strong assurances,
that no greater number will ever be quartered there.” The rest
were scattered in five other towns in Dorset and Wiltshire. He
looked instead to Salisbury or Winchester for.quarters in which
to collect and train his regiment (PRO, WO1/1052, 523-25).

Wartime mobilization, which required much larger concen-
trations, especially along the coasts, always overloaded the

billeting system. The army then turned to tented camps to
accommodate and train the country’s defenders. In eighteenth-
century wars this meant the Militia, who were assigned to home
defence while the regular troops were dispatched overseas. The
Royal Navy, of course, was meant to be the main bulwark of
the country. The militiamen, conscripted for the duration of the
war, were to be on hand in case the Navy failed. Although
guaranteed by law not to be ordered overseas, the eighteenth-
century militiaman was nevertheless not a ‘citizen soldier’
residing at home. Once chosen by ballot, he was put under mil-
itary pay and discipline and almost always marched away from
his home county. This reduced his temptation to desert and
made it possible to train him to the same standard as a regular
soldier. The Dorset militia regiment raised in 1792, for exam-
ple, were immediately ordered to Portsmouth Barracks, and
later to duties in Sussex; the Portsmouth garrison, and finally
(after they volunteered for this service) Ireland. Militiamen
and regulars assembling to defend the coasts were concentrat-
ed in large tented camps. In 1779, the southwest had been
guarded by a camp near Salisbury of nearly 5,000 militiamen
and dragoons (Patterson, 1960, 124). These camps were neces-
sarily a summertime phenomenon, however; when Autumn
weather diminished the danger of invasion and made the tents
unhealthy, the troops were ordered to march to the interior of
the country and disperse into winter quarters in the public
houses of the inland towns.

The drive to build barracks in the 1790s had a number of
sources. One was the revolutionary sentiment that had pro-
voked mutinies and disobedience in the French army (Scott,
1978). Fears about the army’s reliability sparked barracks con-
struction even before war was declared. Early in 1792, the Sec-
retary at War commissioned Colonel Oliver DeLancey, Deputy
Adjutant General of the army, to travel incognito to several
northern towns to investigate and report on the discipline of
the cavalry regiments quartered in them. Cavalry troops, in
particular, were relied upon to suppress civil disorder, and cav-
alry detachments had recently been increased in the industrial
towns. DeLancey reported that most units were sound, but
some were not, and the loyalty of all of them was being under-
mined by the soldiers’ contact with civilians. These contacts,
DeLancey reported, were an inevitable consequence of their
quarters in urban public houses (Emsley, 1975). In July 1792
the Secretary at War gave DeLancey orders to purchase or
erect cavalry barracks in Norwich, Birmingham, Coventry,
Manchester, Nottingham, and Sheffield. .

These six barracks were still under construction, when war
broke out with revolutionary France. In November 1792 the
English Militia was embodied, and hostilities were actually
declared in February 1793. By the summer of 1793, nearly
50,000 militiamen had been balloted and formed up in their
home counties and were ready for encampment along the
coasts. Meanwhile, as recruiting for rank drew ambitious
would-be officers to raise companies and troops for regular
army service, militia strength was set at 52,000, and Parliament
authorized the raising of 40,000 fencible cavalrymen for home
defence (Ehrman, 1983, 329). Even as expeditions of regular
soldiers were dispatched to the Low Countries and West
Indies, forces at home grew rapidly towards 60,000 men and
10,000 horses. Weymouth was a frequently used campsite for
these hosts during the 1790s. The Weymouth Camp in 1796
included the Ist, 3rd, 15th and 16th Dragoons, the Lancashire
Fencible Cavalry, and the Staffordshire Militia Regiment
(PRO, WO17/2782).

The size of this mobilization, the unpredictability of the
revolutionary enemy, and the price of provisions all operated to
disrupt these traditional means of garrisoning the country. In
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comparison with the forces of Louis XVI, Robespierre’s army
was considerably larger, especially after the levée en masse
April 1793. British military leaders worried that this revolu-
tionary army was capable of anything, including an unconven-
tional wintertime descent upon the English coast. The coastal
garrisons were accordingly strengthened, and fewer units
marched off into the interior for the winter. Instead, they were
billeted in coastal districts. The winter of 1793-94 also saw high
prices for food, fuel, and forage. All of this was too much for
the innkeepers in coastal towns to bear — especially when it was
well known that other towns were about to enjoy barracks pro-
vided by the government. Publicans in more than twenty towns
petitioned the government, complaining of the burden of billet-
ing soldiers and horses, and requesting barracks be built in
their neighbourhood. These petitions, which often had the sup-
port of the local inhabitants and elites, were dispatched to
county Members, to the War Office, the Treasury, and the
Ordnance. This means that they are not now all in one place.
None of the twenty-one petitions I have located is from Dorset,
but it is possible that one exists in local records. In any case, the
petitions show that the public’s long-standing prejudice against
barracks had begun to break.

Meanwhile, innkeepers in some coastal towns in Sussex and
Kent began to go further, tearing down their signs at the
approach of marching regiments. This meant losing their licenses,
but in many cases all the publicans of a town ‘struck’ together
in hopes that the local magistrates would relent and allow the
public houses to reopen once the plague of soldiers had moved
elsewhere. Faced by repeated crises, the War Office authorized
commanding officers in ‘the Maritime Counties’ to hire ‘Barns,
or other Covering, that may be got on moderate Terms’ for
their men (PRO, WO4/159, 229-31; WO4/774, 17-19). This
economy, however, caused other problems. Some of the ‘cover-
ings’ hired for the militiamen were not very comfortable, and
troops in such ‘barracks’ were moreover not entitled to the
same beer ration as those in quarters. The Duke of Richmond,
commanding the troops defending Sussex, wrote to the Prime
Minister in October 1793 of “pretty general discontent” among
his eight militia regiments about to break camp. Both officers
and men were grumbling about their winter quarters, and at
night the men were shouting from tent to tent their slogan ‘No
Barns no pigstyes, small beer and good Quarters’. (Kent RO,
S5 U1590, 03/14). This was just the sort of military unrest that
the ministers had feared the year before among the cavalry-
men, and their response was just the same. Adequate barracks
(with a beer allowance) were ordered to be fitted up with all
due haste, by both the Ordnance Board and Colonel
DeLancey.

Approbation for this barracks building was in fact something
less than general: Charles James Fox and several of his follow-
ing in the House of Commons complained about DeLancey’s
first barracks-building campaign as unconstitutional. A motion
to this effect was debated in the House of Commons in Febru-
ary 1793 (PR, 2nd ser., vol. 34, 560-87). A pamphlet by David
Erskine restated all the old seventeenth-century arguments
about the standing army and applied them to the new barracks,
calling on Englishmen to petition against “this daring attempt
on your Liberties”. (Albanicus, 1793, 62-3). No such anti-bar-
racks petitions were recorded, however, and government
agents were soon busy during 1794 hiring buildings to be fitted
up as temporary barracks, and purchasing or leasing ground for
more permanent ones. These tasks had ‘always been the
province of the Ordnance Board, but that department had
been slow in providing temporary barracks in Kent and Sussex,
and DeLancey’s more streamlined operation was preferred. In
July, the new Secretary at War, William Windham, established
DeLancey as Barracks Master General, in charge of a new Bar-
racks Department, and royal warrants took all responsibility
for army barracks away from the Ordnance and placed it in his
hands. In a typical bureaucratic compromise, however, bar-
racks for the Royal Artillery remained in the hands of the Ord-
nance (CME, 1st Report, 35-42).

Delancey, a cavalryman, was most eager to increase the bar-
racks accommodation for that arm of the service. Before the six
cavalry barracks were begun in 1792, there had only been two
small cavalry barracks in all of Britain: near Kensington Palace

and in the Tudor stables at Hampton Court. Together they held
only 200 men and horses (BL Add. MS. 37,891, f. 115). Late in
1793 DeLancey proposed what can only be termed an exten-
sive network of twenty-nine small cavalry barracks all around
the English coast: Barnstaple, Modbury, Totness, and Exeter in
Devon; Bridport, Dorchester, Weymouth, and Wareham in
Dorset; Christchurch and Southampton in Hampshire; and so
on all the way around to Lincolnshire. Most of these barracks
were planned to hold only one troop of cavalry, about sixty
men and horses. Periodically along the chain there were to be
larger regimental headquarters barracks holding three
or four troops. In the south these were to be at Exeter, Dorch-
ester, Brighton, and Canterbury (/bid., ff. 11-12). The King’s
practice of sea-bathing at Weymouth does not seem to have
influenced these locations; Dorchester, with accommodation
for two troops of horse clearly had the priority over the Wey-
mouth Barracks of half its size. All of the new barracks were to
be built of brick or stone for permanent use.

The rationale for so dispersing the cavalry is something of a
mystery. One of the principal advantages of barracks was sup-
posed to be the concentration they would afford, as opposed to
the dispersion of men billeted in the inns and public houses.
Keeping the whole regiment, or at least two-troop squadrons,
together was vital for training them in battle-field manoeuvres,
as well as for the overall discipline of the men (Houlding, 1981,
94-95). The twenty-one small, one-troop cavalry barracks pro-
jected by DeLancey would be too small for adequate training;
their complement of only four officers was even inadequate to
form regimental court-martials. DeLancey provided no written
rationale (or, if he did, it has disappeared with the rest of the
official records of the Barracks Department), but the explana-
tion probably lies in smuggling. Before the war DeLancey had
been partially responsible for assigning cavalry regiments to
disperse for their traditional coast duty in aid of the revenue
officers. A War Office plan of 1784 for using cavalry regiments
to reduce smuggling in fact specified Dorchester (with three
troops) and Bridport, Weymouth, and Wareham (with one
each) as the Dorset garrison. So DeLancey’s planned string of
small coastal stations seems to be addressed to the peacetime
tasks of the cavalry.

These were soon replaced by wartime concerns as DeLancey
assumed his new responsibilities later in 1794. By July, ground
had been purchased at Wareham, Weymouth, and Bridport,
and leased at Dorchester, and construction had begun (BL
Add. MS 37,891, ff. 11-12). East of Southampton, however, the
planned network was abandoned. Infantry barracks for the
militia was what was required, and the need was immediate. In
Poole and Weymouth, DeLancey hired buildings to be fitted up
quickly for large numbers of infantrymen. At Weymouth, he
hired a malt house, a storeroom, and other premises to house
210 men of the Buckinghamshire Militia. At Poole, in December
1794 and January 1795 he created a huge makeshift military
station, hiring no fewer than sixteen warehouses and other
premises to accommodate 5,110 men, together with another ten
buildings to serve as guard houses; cook houses; storehouses
for beer, straw, and baggage; and a hospital. According to the
Exeter Flying Post, this was the greater part of the storehouses
in town (16 December 1794). He consolidated these when the
leases ran out the following March, retaining eleven buildings
holding 4,693 soldiers, and another five service buildings. Poole
rapidly filled up with regular infantry regiments marching there
for shipment overseas on Henry Dundas’ disastrous expedi-
tions to the West Indies, as well as militia regiments in training.
By March 1795 no fewer than five regular regiments — the 90th
(2nd battalion), 95th, 98th, 108th, and 129th Foot — passed
through Poole. (PRO, WO5/70, 492-93). In January 1796 five
regiments were in winter quarters there: the 78th and 98th Foot
and the South Devon, South Gloucester, and Anglesea militia
regiments. The North Gloucesters were at Weymouth (PRO,
WO17/2782).

Meanwhile, the four cavalry barracks were still under con-
struction at Bridport, Weymouth, Dorchester and Wareham.
Their brick walls and slated roofs took some months to com-
plete. Dorchester was finished first and accommodated its first
occupants, two troops of the Royals, in June 1795. Wareham
and Bridport were completed by the end of the year. For



unknown reasons, Weymouth took longer; it was not in service
until the winter of 1796-97. The barracks were all designed by
the two architects of the Barracks Department, James Johnson
and John Sanders. None of their original plans for the Dorset
barracks exist; the Barracks Office made a practice of sending
them out to the construction-sites, not expecting them to be
returned. None, therefore, were eventually deposited at the
Public Record Office, though some may survive in local
archives. There is a good later plan of the Dorchester Barracks,
however, dating from 1859 (PRO, MPHH 621). It stood on the
site of the present barracks, on the northwestern side of town
between Poundbury Lane and the River Frome. A trapezoidal
piece of ground, roughly 300 by 200 yards, was enclosed by a
high fence or wall. Inside, a formal, symmetrical arrangement
of three buildings faced north across the drill ground. In the cen-
tre was an imposing Officers’ House containing rooms for a
field officer, two captains, four subalterns or staff officers, and
two quartermasters. This was flanked by two long, more utili-
tarian buildings, each of which housed 94 horses in stables
below and 84 troopers in ten large barracks rooms above. Each
of these rooms, which measured 28 by 16 feet, had a fireplace, a
large window (eight by four feet), and ceiling ventilator, and a
transomed door to the central corridor of the building. Eight
men were assigned to each room, which was to serve them for
cooking, eating, dressing, and cleaning as well as sleeping. In
addition to the barracks rooms, there were five smaller rooms
in each flanking building for use by non-commissioned officers,
two to a room except for one single room, presumably for the
sergeant major. (H.C., 1847 (169.), vol. 36, 361-2).

The rest of the barracks buildings were arranged along the
perimeter fences. On the south side were the two gates to the
barracks, as well as the canteen, sheds for storage, and the
inevitable guard-house. This contained sleeping rooms for the
officer and men of the guard, a large arcaded porch for turning
out in wet weather, and prisoners’ cells. Along the western
fence were located a riding house for indoor cavalry drill, a
hospital and mortuary, and an infirmary stable for sick horses.
A forge, a magazine, more storage sheds, and a coal yard were
located along the eastern fence; to the north were dung-pits,
privies, and a back gate leading down to the Frome. There
were five wells with pumps. Some time between 1798 and 1800,
a temporary addition doubled the capacity of Dorchester Bar-
racks, from three troops (174 men, 188 horses) to six (376 men,
400 horses). Accommodation for officers was also doubled.
This was almost certainly accomplished by constructing a sec-
ond symmetrical barracks square, this time with timber build-
ings, alongside the first. A similar expansion was undertaken at
Exeter Cavalry Barracks (FC, 1797, 23; PRO, WO40/13,
WO55/1856, 211).

The Weymouth, Bridport, and Wareham one-troop barracks
were built on a standard plan used for all of the small stations
in DeLancey’s projected network of coastal cavalry stations.
John Rowe has published a drawing and description of the one-
troop barracks at Barnstaple, and, at the other end of the
chain, the barracks at Eastbourne has survived as part of St.
Mary’s Hospital there (Rowe, 1988). Plans of the much-altered
Weymouth Barracks dating from 1830 and 1859 indicate that it,
and almost certainly its contemporaries at Wareham and Brid-
port, were of the same design (PRO, WOS55/2700, MPH 633).
This involved a fenced enclosure, approximately 100 yards
square, with only a single large building facing the drill ground.
One end of this building housed the four officers’ bedrooms,
mess room and Kkitchen, and servants’ rooms; the rest housed
sixty-three horses on the ground floor and fifty-eight troopers
above. The two parts of the building were, however drawn into
a symmetrical elevation. The officers’ quarters occupied a
pavilion at one end, projected slightly from the plane of the
building. This was balanced by an equivalent projecting pavil-
ion at the opposite end. In plan, the buildings have some
resemblance to a dumbbell. The second pavilion, however, did
not represent a separate function, but housed the same stables
and troopers’ rooms as the adjoining centre section. Its projec-
tion was only for the sake of symmetry. Similarly, doors spaced
at regular intervals admitted officers to their mess, troopers to
staircases to their rooms, and horses to their stable. Upstairs,
the men’s rooms were arranged on either side of a central corri-
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dor as at Dorchester; they slept eight to a room, probably each
in a single bed as opposed to the infantry practice of
doubling up. There were separate rooms for non-commissioned
officers. The window treatment was uniform throughout, the
same for both officers and men and indeed for both men and
horses. A tall hipped roof included gables above the two end
pavilions; it was crowned by a row of chimney stacks. Inside the
attic, the flues from below were arched to provide a high, con-
tinuous space, lit by dormer windows, for accommodating extra
men if necessary, or the unit’s baggage. The other barrack
buildings, hospital (6 beds), cook houses, two wells with
pumps, storerooms, magazine, forge, coal yard, fire-engine
house, granary and forage barns, canteen, and guard-house all
stood along the perimeter wall or fence.

Outside the fences, but clearly dependent upon the barracks,
grew up settlements of crude huts built by wives and children
following the regiments. Although a certain number of women
were allowed to live inside the barracks to do the cooking and
laundry, others were excluded. These took over huts from the
camp followers of the preceding regiments, and carried on a
variety of retail businesses — often illicit ones involving gam-
bling and the sale of spirits (Gardyne, 1901, 118). John Surtees,
historian of St. Mary’s Hospital in Eastbourne, reports that the
huts outside the barracks wall there lasted well into the twenti-
eth century and were known locally (and anachronistically) as
the ‘married quarters’. Captain Francis Grose sketched a num-
ber of them in an album of barracks views now at the Hastings
Museum.

Construction of the official barracks buildings was carried
out by private contractors, chosen more with an eye to speed
than to economy. DeLancey felt that preparing plans and
advertising for competitive bidders took too much time. He
had a preference for London firms, and for dealing with only a
single general contractor on each project. Indeed, the barracks
building campaign is often cited as the origin of general con-
tracting in Britain. (Thompson, 1968, 82-83). In Dorset, John
Fentiman and Son built the Dorchester and Bridport Barracks;
they were also the barracks contractors for Exeter Cavalry Bar-
racks and prisoner-of-war barracks at Portchester Castle and
Plymouth. Thomas Loat and Son built the Wareham Barracks,
as well as others at Portsmouth, Gosport, and the Isle of Wight.
Thomas Gear, who seems to have not been involved in any
other barracks contracts, built the original ‘Red Barracks’ at
Weymouth. Richard Warr was responsible for some later addi-
tions at Bridport, and Thomas Curme the temporary addition
at Dorchester (CME, 4th Report, 614-33). All of these contrac-
tors are shadowy figures who appear in none of the London
directories I have consulted; perhaps all of them were local or
regional builders. The costs for the one-troop barracks were
remarkably similar, Gear, the Loats and the Fentimans each
charging within a few pounds of £7,500, or approximately £130
per trooper. The original three-troop barracks at Dorchester
cost £22,480, a similar cost per capita. The cost of Curme’s
addition is unknown. By contrast, the hired barracks were
much cheaper per soldier: about £3,000 a year to rent and
£4,513 to fit up the Poole Barracks for more than 4,000 men;
£244 a year to hire and £939 to fit up infantry barracks at Wey-
mouth for more than 800.

The most celebrated (or notorious) of the barracks builders,
the Londoner Alexander Copland, was called to Dorset after a
fire burned out the Red Barracks. DeLancey sent for him on
1 August 1798 and asked him to undertake to build a new cav-
alry barracks at Weymouth, and to have it ready before the
King’s arrival there a month later. The new barracks, located at
Radipole on the southwest side of the Dorchester Road, was
built of wood and designed to house 408 men and 392 horses
(six troops of horse). Copland built with amazing rapidity.
Though the land was not available until the 8th, Copland had
men at work there the next day, and the buildings ready for
occupancy only sixteen days later. (CME, 4th Report, 523).
Though a fragment of the Radipole Barracks survives, and an
Ordnance Map of 1857 shows ‘The Old Barracks Square’ at the
site, its plan is unknown. The surviving timber building, now a
row of seven cottages is at its northwestern corner, perpendicular
to the road (Barrett, 1912, 166, 171-73). The RCHM.report on
Weymouth indicates they have been regarded as officers’
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quarters (RCHM, 1970, 358). The symmetrical arrangement of
other cavalry barracks, with the officers housed in a central
building facing the parade ground, makes it unlikely that this
simple one-storey building on a corner site housed the officers.
They are more likely to have lived in York and Park Villas, also
shown on the 1857 map. The surviving building, which includes
a ventilating strip in the roof, may have housed troopers or
horses. Unless a contemporary plan is discovered, however, the
disposition of stables, men’s quarters, and outbuildings at
Radipole is simply a matter of conjecture.

Once completed, the buildings of each barracks were mean-
while entrusted to Barracks Masters appointed by the War
Office. They were in charge of maintaining them; furnishing
them with bedding, utensils, coal, and candles; and providing
the troops with beer and the horses with feed and forage. They
were charged by the Barracks Office with submitting a variety
of weekly, monthly, and quarterly returns about their buildings,
contracts, and tenants. These would reveal a good deal about
the impact of the army on the economy of Dorset, in which the
Barracks Masters must have been important figures. But these
returns seem to have been lost with the rest of the Barracks
Office records — though copies may survive in some local
archives.The Barracks Office in London had an overall con-
tract with Alexander Davison for barracks furnishings; he
maintained depots in Bridport, Weymouth, and Poole for sup-
plying the adjacent barracks. (CME, 3rd Report, 291). Local
tradesmen provided repairs, coal, candles, and bedding (FC,
1797, 27-28; CME, 3rd Report). Barracks Masterships repre-
sented important items of political patronage, and Windham
received several recommendations in 1794 for those in Dorset,
(BL, Add. MSS. 37,904). J. T. Teed gained the appointment at
Bridport, Henry Tooze at Dorchester, Thomas Morris at Ware-
ham, and Thomas Rodber at Weymouth. Henry Stanley was
appointed to the new Radipole Barracks after they were added
to the list. All except Morris seem to have served out the war: he
was succeeded at Wareham first by Major Samuel Moore, then
by David Erskine, and finally by Thomas Bartlett sometime
before 1804. (Lambert, 1975, vol. 100, 99-100; CME, 2nd
Report, 284). At Poole, William Lewis was Barrack Master,
with the assistance of Henry Corben.

Life in barracks revolved around the daily bugle (and roll)
calls at reveille in the morning, retreat in the late afternoon,
and tattoo at night. In between there were alternating periods
of drill, idleness, and, for cavalry troopers the care of their
horses. Surviving barracks order books and court-martial
books (I have located none for Dorset) contain the sort of
entries one might expect. There are repeated prohibitions of
various activities, which indicates that the soldiers persisted in
them. Drunkenness, casual urination, gambling, poaching, ball-
playing (it damaged the buildings), stealing vegetables from
local gardens, and staying out after tattoo were all subjects of
constant censure. In addition to the guard at the barracks gates,
patrols were dispatched every night to the neighbouring towns.
Soldiers found out after tattoo (either 9.00 or 10.00 p.m.
depending on the time of year) were arrested and confined to
the cells until morning. Most soldiers remained in their rooms
when not drilling, preferring the warmth of closed windows to
the healthful ventilation constantly urged and ordered by their
superiors. The barracks rooms were in fact a perfect breeding
place for disease. A pneumonia epidemic ran through the 95th
Foot in Poole Barracks in January and February 1795, little
alleviated by the volunteer assistance of local doctors in the
rented hospital a mile distant. (PRO, WO1/1094). None of
these barracks included a garrison chapel, so on Sundays the
men were marched to the local parish churches. Parish registers
recording marriages, births, and burial thus often have a great
deal to tell about the composition of a garrison. (Watkinson,
1976).

The publicans, meanwhile, were not exempt from billeting,
despite the new barracks. Complaints continued. One problem
was quartering regiments on the march. In some cases, the new
barracks actually caused more billeting, by creating new march-
ing routes. The huge flood of soldiers to Poole Barracks in 1795

moved the War Office to pay an extra subsidy to the publicans -

of Ringwood, who threatened to ‘strike’ by tearing down their
signs and leaving the town without taprooms if not so compen-

sated (WO1/1094). Other problems stemmed from high
wartime prices. Food prices were extremely high in 1795, and
the innkeepers of Dorchester combined to violate the Mutiny
Act by limiting the amounts of feed and forage they supplied to
dragoon horses quartered on them. This was despite the fact
the town’s traditional ‘quota’ of two troops was at that moment
shared between Dorchester and Weymouth. (PRO, WO1/1085,
33-35, WO17/2782). The Mayor had to mediate (Mayo, 1908,
688-90). Later in that year Parliament passed an Innkeepers’
Relief Act raising the innkeepers’ legal rate of compensation to
that already given at Ringwood. The nightly rate for cavalry
horses was now raised from 6d. to 10'/d. (Clode, 1869, vol. 1,
ch. 9). This, along with the completion of many barracks in
1795, eased the situation somewhat, but by 1799 regiments
assigned to Dorset towns regularly overflowed the new bar-
racks. In January 1799, for example, seven troops of the 11th
Light Dragoons were quartered in Dorchester: a number of
them, perhaps as many as three troops, had to be billeted in
town. Meanwhile, Bridport and Wareham each held two troops
of the Somerset Fencible Cavalry, half of whom had to be bil-
leted in the towns. (PRO, WO17/2784). In Wareham in 1806,
the publicans complained that 87 soldiers ‘in stationary quar-
ters’ were already billeted on their fifteen houses, in addition to
those filling the local barracks. When still more soldiers came
marching through, the innkeepers had no beds to provide
them, and were forced to give their legal payments back to the
soldiers ‘to induce them to lodge crowded altogether, and with-
out Blankets or other covering on straw in stables, outhouses,
and other places.” They begged the War Office to march sol-
diers to Weymouth and the West by some other route, ‘or else
ruin must fall upon them and their families.” Interestingly
enough, the list of rooms and occupants per house they includ-
ed to substantiate their plea showed an average occupancy rate
of only 1.6 soldiers or family members per room (PRO,
WO40/3). The War Office, as usual sympathetic to such
requests, moved the large battery of Horse Artillery quartered
in Wareham to Christchurch. (WO17/2790).

By the turn of the century, the military pressure on Dorset
eased. The hired buildings at Poole were gradually given up. In
January 1800 the listed capacity there was down to 2,200 and
these were intended to be struck off once the war ended. A
year later only three regiments were quartered in the county.
During the summer of 1801, however, Napoleon threatened an
invasion. Three regiments were encamped at Weymouth, in
addition to the 2nd dragoons stationed at Dorchester and the
other three cavalry barracks of the county, and the Stafford
Militia at the hired barracks in Weymouth. In June 1801 Cop-
land was given a contract to rebuild the burned-out Red Bar-
racks in Weymouth for use by infantry units, probably by
converting the attic and stable to sleeping rooms. Infantrymen
slept two to a bed and were used to more crowding than cavalry
troopers, but accommodating 360 where 59 had formerly been
lodged was a considerable project. The building’s plan neverthe-
less retained its dumbbell shape. The work was not pressed
with Copland’s usual speed, probably on account of develop-
ments in the war. Napoleon’s invasion threat of 1801 turned out
to be the preliminary to serious negotiations; hostilities were
suspended by the Peace of Amiens in 1802. After the peace the
remaining hired barracks in Poole, plus those in Weymouth (by
now possessing a capacity of 1,048 men) were finally given up.
(H.C., 1803-4 (62.), vol. 7, 304). At the same time, the estab-
lished capacity of Radipole Barracks was reduced from 408 to
324 (PRO, WO30/81, 44). Copland did not bother to finish the
Red Barracks until January 1803 (CME, 4th Report, 626-28).

The renewal of the war a month later was to cause an enor-
mous expansion throughout the country. This time the threat of
invasion, from Napoleon’s huge army encamped at Boulogne,
was the most serious of all. Existing barracks were re-opened
to their old capacity, and hasty plans were made for housing the
new levies called up under the Army of Reserve and Addition-
al Force Acts, and the huge numbers of Volunteers who would
march from their homes at the word of a French landing.
DeLancey received orders during the summer of 1803 to build
new barracks for 50,000 men and 10,000 horses, to be ready for
occupation before cold weather set in. Local craftsmen were
inadequate to this urgent schedule, and John Sanders estimated



that the barracks contracts hired and dispersed about Britain
no fewer than 20,000 building artificers during the summer and
autumn of 1803. (Sanders, 1808, 17-18).

In Dorset, the concentration was on cavalry. The huge
infantry barracks at Poole were not re-established. The county
now possessed only one infantry station with barracks, at Wey-
mouth. The total numbers of troops in the county was thus
lower than during the 1793-1801 war. But there was plenty of
activity nonetheless. In 1803, Copland finished converting the
Red Barracks for 360 infantrymen, and a large storehouse in
Weymouth was hired and fitted out for 939 more. Called the
Queen’s Barracks, this apparently stood along Coneygar Lane
adjacent to the Backwater. It has been mistakenly termed a
cavalry barracks (Boddy and West, 1983, 75, 107). The cavalry
station remained at Radipole, where it was expanded. In October
1804, Copland was given a contract to expand the barracks
there by 504 places. When he completed the work in April
1805, Radipole had accommodation for 912 troopers, 51 offi-
cers, 986 horses, and 29 hospital patients. It was the largest sin-
gle cavalry barracks in Great Britain. As a cavalry station,
Weymouth was exceeded in capacity only by Ipswich and Can-
terbury, which each had several barracks. Copland charged
£112,290 for his three projects in Weymouth: £53,200 for the
original section of Radipole and the conversion of the Red
Barracks, and £59,020 for the second section of Radipole in
1804-5. Perhaps because of the timber construction at
Radipole, or perhaps because of economies of scale, this made
Copland’s work considerably cheaper per head than that of the
other barracks contractors who built in Dorset.

The most dramatic moment in these wars, described by
Hardy in The Trumpet Major, was during the latter part of 1804
and the first half of 1805. It was then that 1,300 Hanoverian
troopers of the King’s German Legion cavalry garrisoned
Dorset. The K.G.L. Horse Artillery, 157 strong, crowded into
Bridport Barracks, the heavy dragoons lay at Radipole, and the
light dragoons at Dorchester. In addition, the Wiltshire Militia
was quartered in Weymouth, (PRO, WO17/2788). The K.G.L.
cavalry left during 1805, but returned in 1808-9, when two regi-
ments of light dragoons were lodged at Radipole and Wey-
mouth. It was in these years, in fact, that the Dorset garrison
reached its largest size during the Napoleonic War, with three
full regiments of cavalry (the 13th Light Dragoons at Dor-
chester, Bridport, and Wareham Barracks in addition to the
two German units), and a full regiment of infantry, 693 men of
the 53rd Foot, in the two Weymouth barracks. All told, this
came to 2,641 soldiers (PRO, WO17/2791). The threat of inva-
sion was largely past, however, and the Dorset barracks were
increasingly put to use as depots for regiments serving abroad.
In January 1812, the 9th and 11th Light Dragoons had their
depots, and 286 men, at Dorchester Barracks; and the 12th,
13th, 14th, and 16th Light Dragoons’ depots, with a total of 550
men, were at Radipole. The Weymouth infantry barracks were
also kept in fairly constant use. Unusually, the Dorset Militia
were stationed there in 1811 (PRO, WO17/2793).

Meanwhile, DeLancey’s Barracks Department had been the
subject of a considerable scandal in 1806-7, as the Commission-
ers of Military Enquiry revealed its ramshackle systems for
accounting for the vast sums of money — more than £9m — spent
on the new barracks. DeLancey’ plea that speed of construc-
tion was more important than economy or system was disre-
garded. He was officially disgraced, and the office put under a
three-man, civilian Barracks Board operating under Treasury
rather than the War Office control. By 1814, plans to dispose of
excess barracks capacity were already under discussion. the
Commander-in-Chief nominated all three Weymouth barracks
for disposal, citing the low ceilings at Queen’s and the timber
construction at Radipole (PRO, T1/3444). The Barracks Board
took a different view. They protested that the Red Barracks
‘was erected at a large expence, is of an excellent construction,
and in a most healthy situation.” They also suggested that
Radipole, being weather-tiled, was ‘almost equal to a perma-
nent building” and should be retained, at least on a reduced
establishment, on account of the royal residence at Weymouth.
Instead, they recommended demolishing the temporary addi-
tions at Dorchester. Surprisingly, the Commander-in-Chief
agreed. (PRO, WOS55/1856, 210-11, 238). In the proposed

Dorset Barracks 13

barracks peace establishment he sent to the Treasury after
Waterloo, he included all three suggestions, and won the Trea-
sury’s agreement.

The Treasury Minute of 5 April 1816 reduced the barrack
accommodation in Great Britain from the wartime peak of
over 160,000 to a peacetime establishment of 40,000. Citing the
army peace establishment of only 25,000 soldiers, the Treasury
considered this more than sufficient — the excess being
explained by the continued maintenance of barracks in various
ancient castles and forts, for coastal anti-smuggling patrols, and
as halting-places for troops on the march, in addition to the
army’s permanent stations. (PRO, WO55/1856, 399-405). It was
now agreed, however, that soldiers should henceforth sleep
only one to a bed, thus halving at a stroke the rated capacity of
many barracks, and retaining potential additional accommoda-
tion in case of emergency. Under this Minute, the Dorchester
Barracks was returned to its original size of 186 rank and file,
fifteen officers, and 188 horses, and Radipole to 462 men, 47
officers, and 640 horses. (H.C., 1822 (188.), vol. 19, 217-19). At
the Red Barracks, the limitation of one man per bed operated
to cut the capacity nearly in half, from 360 to 200. The Barracks
Board once again protested. The men were lodged in fifteen
‘capacious’ rooms, 41 by 22 feet in the 1847 return, each with
24 men in double bedsteads. Even in single bedsteads, they felt,
it would be useless to put fewer than eighteen men in each
room, and impractical to tear down any parts of the building.
They recommended (successfully) that the rated capacity be
raised to 270 men and 17 officers (PRO, WO55/1868, 147-48).
Meanwhile Wareham and Bridport Barracks and the land
beneath them were offered for sale in August 1816, thus
destroying DeLancey’s vision of a chain of peacetime anti-
smuggling stations. The Barracks Board hoped for offers of
£2,000 each; if not received they were to be subdivided and
sold off as small lots (PRO, WOS55/1856, 78-79). :

The Dorset barracks were only partially occupied during the
1820s, as the garrison in Great Britain shrank to as few as
17,000 troops. The occupancy of the barracks became an object
of Parliamentary scrutiny in 1822. The maximum number
housed at Dorchester during the year was seven (probably only
there to guard government property) and at the Red Barracks
there had been no one. What activity there was had been at
Radipole, where as many as 271 troopers and 19 officers had
lodged (H.C., 1822, (188.), vol. 19, 217-19). Cavalrymen and
their superiors evidently preferred the seaside resort to the
county town. But this popularity was literally wearing the place
out. The Ordnance Board, which resumed control of all bar-
racks in Britain when the Barracks Department was abolished
in 1822, traditionally looked with disfavour on wooden build-
ings. A report characterized the Radipole buildings as ‘dilapi-
dated’ despite repairs costing £2,699 over the preceding five
years. Another £1,700 would be required soon, and £700 per
annum, on average, after that. The Ordnance Board clearly
wanted to be rid of them; but then they also wanted to save the
£30 annual rent on the land beneath the Dorchester barracks.
The Commander-in-Chief insisted, however, that the army
needed a cavalry station, with a riding house and accommoda-
tion for two squadrons, between Exeter and Brighton. Dorch-
ester was thus saved, but Radipole was sold off. In order to
maintain the army’s presence in Weymouth, the Ordnance
Board re-converted the adaptable Red Barracks back into a
one-troop cavalry barracks also capable of housing, if neces-
sary, about a hundred and fifty infantrymen. (PRO, WO44/543,
RCHM). With these modifications, the two remaining
‘DeLancey’ barracks in Dorset continued to give good service
until after the conclusion of the Crimean War (H.C., 1857-58
(0.57), vol. 10, 206).
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Excavation of Neolithic and Bronze Age Pits and a Section of
R oman Road on a Pipeline near Lodge Farm, Pamphill, Dorset

PETER ADDISON

SUMMARY
In February 1988 an excavation was undertaken to investigate a section of the Hamworthy to Badbury Roman road in advance

of pipeline construction.

The excavation revealed flanking ditches associated with the Roman road, although nothing survived of the road itself. A
group of early Neolithic pits were also uncovered at this stage and further pits, including one containing Bronze Age pottery,
came to light during the construction of the pipeline. A series of linear, Post-Medieval features crossed the site, cutting the

southern road ditches and one of the Neolithic pits.

LOCATION (Fig1)

The pipeline crosses the route of the Roman road at ST
9750 0210 in a field immediately to the east of Lodge Farm,
some 1400 m south-east of Badbury Rings. The site lies
approximately midway between the Rivers Allen and Stour
on land that is relatively flat but which forms part of the
general slope from Badbury (102 m O.D.) to the flood plain
of the River Allen. The elevation of the site itself is 39 m
O.D. It has been under plough for the past 25 years and the
Upper Chalk bedrock is heavily scarred by recent plough
marks. Further damage to archaeological features has been
caused by rabbit burr/owing.

THE EXCAVATION (Fig 2)

An initial trial trench, 30 m by 1.5 m, was excavated by hand across
the route of the Roman road. The trench was orientated north-
east/south-west, at right angles to the road and followed the route
of the proposed oil trench. This exposed a northern flanking ditch,
a further section of which was subsequently excavated along the
route of the gas trench 1.5 m to the east.

At the south-western end of the trench, 3 ditches ran parallel to
the alignment of the Roman road (Plate 1) and the entire 4.5 m

affected by the two pipe trenches was opened up. The trench was
further extended in an attempt to locate a ditch excavated by the
National Trust beneath Lodge Farm (Papworth 1987) which was
thought might extend within the pipeline easement.

No trace of this feature was found, but the extension did uncover
several other features, four of which proved to be Neolithic pits.
Due to the shallow nature of the pits it was decided that any similar
feature lying within the pipeline easement, even though not direct-
ly in the path of the pipe trenches, would be under threat from
machine tracks once the topsoil was removed at the start of
pipeline construction. The extension was, therefore, enlarged to a
width of 13 m with the aid of a J.C.B. This revealed the vestigial
remains of several, possible archaeological features but no more
sizeable pits. .

Further archaeological features were uncovered to the north
west of the Roman road when the topsoil was removed for pipeline
construction (Plate 2).

THE NEOLITHIC AND BRONZE AGE PITS (Figs 2
and 3)

A total of 21, for the most part circular or sub-circular features
were investigated; of which 7 proved to be convincing archaeolo-
gical features and a similar number to be of natural origin. It was

Plate 1 Lodge Farm: Excavated features in southern half of site, looking south-west
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not possible to determine whether the remaining 7, which varied in
depth from 0.07 m to 0.20 m, were the vestigial remains of archaeo-
logical features or the results of natural processes.

Details of all excavated features can be found in the archive at
the Dorset County Museum but only definite features will be
described in this report. These comprise contexts 25, 28, 29, 34, 84,
85 and 87, all of which, with the exception of 85 and 87, were found
in an area 15 m X 10 m immediately to the south-west of the south-
ern road ditches. The remaining two pits were revealed when the
topsoil was removed for construction to the north-east of the
Roman road.

Context 25 was circular (1.00 m diameter) with steeply sloping
sides and a slightly rounded bottom with a maximum depth of
0.40 m. The upper fill had been largely disturbed by animal bur-
rowing but the lower fill, which consisted of dark grey/brown loam
with many chalk fragments and frequent flints appeared undis-

turbed. It contained pottery, flint and bone, including the only
sheep bone to be found on the site. No silting was apparent and the
pit is unlikely to have remained open for any length of time before
being backfilled.

Context 28 (Plate 3) was circular (1.20 m diameter) with some
irregularities due to animal disturbance. The profile was uneven
with a steeply sloping north-east side giving way to a flat-bottomed
shelf at a depth of 0.22 m. Into this, on the south-western side, was
cut a sump (0.70 m diameter) which gave a maximum depth to the
pit of 0.42 m. The sump had been backfilled with a dark brown
loam, above which lay a band of silty, grey/brown loam deposits
which appeared to be a mixture of washed and backfilled material.
The uppermost fill of the pit again appeared to consist of backfilled
material and contained large quantities of domestic type refuse
which was also present, in slightly smaller quantities, in the other
two layers.

SRS G POR Y,

Plate 4 Lodge Farm: Saddle Quern in Pit 29

Plate 2 Lodge Farm: Site during construction, Pit 85 in foreground, northern Roman Road ditch in centre.
Looking south-east
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Plate 5 Lodge Farm: Domestic refuse in Pit 34

Context 29 (Plate 4) was circular (1.00 m diameter) with steep
sides, although with a more gradual slope on the north side, and
was flat bottomed with a maximum depth of 0.30 m. Ash grey silts
had accumulated in the bottom of the pit on which a large saddle
quern had been placed. The rest of the pit had been backfilled with
an uneven mixture of compact chalk, ash grey silt and brown loam.
No other finds were recovered from the pit.

Context 34 (Plate 5) was circular (1.20 m diameter) with steep
sides, a flat bottom and a maximum depth of 0.40 m. Some silting
was evident against the sides of the feature but the greater part of
the fill was made up of a dark brown loam which contained large
quantities of flint, including several flint tools, pottery and bone.
More wasteflakes were recovered from this pit than from all of the
other Neolithic pits put together. Tools included scrapers and a
fragment of polished axe. The upper level of the pit had been cut
by a shallow, post-medieval, linear feature.

Context 84 was roughly oval in plan (1.75 m X 1.20 m) with gently
sloping sides and a rounded bottom (0.37 m deep), rising to a slight
ridge in the centre. A thin layer of grey, silty chalk lay over the base
of the feature, above which was a layer of mid brown, loose loam
with a few chalk flecks and several large flints. As well as flint,
bone and pottery the pit also contained a saddle quern.

Context 85 (Plates 6 and 7) lay approximately 50 m north-east of
the main group of pits. Sub-circular in plan (2.00 m X 1.80 m), its
sides tapered sharply to an oval base just 0.60 m X 0.20 m produc-
ing a large cone shaped feature 1.40 m deep. The bottom 0.70 m of
fill consisted of loose chalk rubble and chalk silts above which lay a
0.10 m band of orange brown clay loam. The remainder of the fill,
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from which the bulk of the finds derived, was a dark brown loam
with occasional clay lumps. Numerous struck flints were recovered
from this layer, including 7 scrapers, all but two of which were
round or thumbnail type. Pottery, animal bone and part of a cylin-
drical clay loom weight (Fig 4) were also recovered. The absence of
weathering to the sides of the pit suggests that it did not remain
open for any appreciable period. An antler, from the same context
as the pottery recovered, was submitted to Harwell for Radiocar-
bon analysis, Har-9598, and produced a conventional Radiocarbon
Age of BP 3470 = 70, cal 1900-1710 B.C.

Context 87 lay on the extreme periphery, being located some 15 m
east of context 85. It was a subcircular feature (1.00 m X 0.70 m)
with steep sides and a flat bottom (maximum depth 0.30 m). It had
been backfilled with a brown sandy loam, containing fragments of
chalk. No finds were recovered from this feature.

THE ROMAN ROAD .

The section of road cut by the pipeline forms part of the Hamworthy
to Bath route; starting at Hamworthy it runs almost due north to
Lake Farm at which point it turns north-west towards Badbury
Rings, from whence it continues in the direction of Bath. Despite
being marked, at this point, on the O.S. 1:2500 map as a substantial
earthwork no visible signs now remain and excavation failed to
reveal any trace of road surface or agger. A slight camber of pro-
tected chalk did, however, survive to indicate its position, bounded
on either side by flanking ditches.

The flanking ditches (Figs 2 and 5)

A shallow flanking ditch, 5, was found to the north-east of the road
whilst to the south-west three parallel ditches, 17, 19, and 21, fol-
lowed the road alignment.

Ditch 5 was of V shaped profile 0.50 m deep and 0.90 m wide at
the top. The lower fill of this ditch consisted of yellow/brown sandy
loam with frequent chalk flecks. Above these initial silts were
many large flint nodules which may once have formed part of the
road make-up before being dragged into the silted up ditch by
plough action.

Of the three ditches excavated on the south-western side, the
central ditch, 19, was stratigraphically the oldest and most closely
resembled 5 in shape. This ditch was 0.60 m deep and approximate-
ly 1.00 m wide. It had been cut on the north-eastern side by 17, a
steep sided, flat bottomed ditch 0.35 m deep and 0.80 m wide. The
high proportion of chalk in the upper fill of 19, suggests that this is
backfill from the later excavation of 21, just to the south-west. This
ditch was 0.40 m deep and 1.10 m wide and of similar profile to 17.

No dateable finds were recovered from the excavation of the
ditches and the purpose of the later recuts is uncertain. The dis-
tance between what are assumed to be the two original flanking
ditches is 26.50 m; exactly 87 feet. This compares with a width of 82
feet on the best preserved sections of the road (RCHM 1970; 529).

A total of 3.00 m was excavated of ditch 5, and 7.50 m of each of
the ditches 17, 19, and 21.

Plate 6 Lodge Farm: Pit 85, half sectioned

% %

Plate 7 Lodge Farm: Pit 85, totally excavated
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Context 59 A large oval shaped (1.80 m X 1.00 m) pit was found
3.50 m to the south-west of 21. It had steep sides on its long axis but
sloped gradually on the shorter north-west and south-east ends to a
maximum depth of 0.60 m. One fragment of wheel-thrown pottery
was recovered from the fill which consisted of chalk silts and rede-
posited chalk.

THE POST-MEDIEVAL FEATURES (PLATE 1)

A series of four, parallel and equidistantly spaced, gulleys crossed
the site, running north-west/south-east. Where they survived to a
depth sufficient for them to be excavated, they all appeared to be

lined with small stone packing. Both the gulleys and the stone
packing increased in size as they crossed the softer ground of the
backfilled ditches. The limited finds recovered from these features
suggest that they are of Post-Medieval date.

These features are probably best seen as some form of wheel
tracks and may be associated with a saw mill that is thought to have
stood in the north-west corner of the field. The fact that they run in
such straight lines suggests that the vehicles would have formed
part of some fixed arrangement, possibly winched by a traction
engine.
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THE POTTERY
ROSAMUND M J CLEAL

A total of 108 sherds, weighing 1157g, were recovered from six fea-
tures at Lodge Farm (Table 1). The material from three of these
features (25, 28 and 34) is certainly of earlier Neolithic date, but
that from features 84 and 85 is problematic, and some at least must
belong to the second, rather than to the third or fourth, millenium
cal B.c. Feature 50, a Post-Medieval wheel track, cut through the
upper layers of Feature 34 and produced a single sherd, in a fabric
typical of the earlier Neolithic pottery. This sherd must presumably
be derived from 34. The assemblage is treated firstly by feature,
and secondly by ceramic style.

Feature 25 Only one vessel is certainly represented in this feature,
by sherds of fabric FS:2/Neo. One rim (P1) and eight body sherds
almost certainly belong to a single uncarinated plain bowl of inde-
terminate diameter. The remaining 26 sherds could belong to this
vessel, but do not necessarily do so. P1 is certainly earlier Neolithic
in date.

Feature 28 A minimum of four vessels are represented in feature
28, one in each of the four fabrics occurring in the feature. P2-P4
belong to three of these vessels, and one vessel is represented only
by body sherds in an unclassifiable fabric with small inclusions. P5
could belong to the same vessel as P3, as both are in fabric FS:2,
but this is not certain. The lug of PS5 is oval and unperforated; there
is no indication visible in the section of the method of attachment.
There is too little surviving of each vessel to be certain of form,
although P2 would appear to be a large open uncarinated bowl,
Figure 4 Lodge Farm: Clay loom weight from Pit 85, and P4 a small neutral uncarinated bowl or cup. One very small rim
', life size fragment (not illustrated) in a fabric with flint and sand may repre-
sent another small vessel. The three illustrated vessels are certainly

of earlier Neolithic date.

Feature 34 Sherds representing at least three separate vessels were
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recovered from this feature (P6-P8), all of which are clearly earlier
Neolithic. Only two fabrics are represented, although there is also
one small plain sherd from the feature which contains sand alone
and may represent another. Two plain body sherds (not illustrated)
from the feature conjoin along an ancient break which has
occurred along a poorly joined junction between two rings, or two
turns of a coil. Again, insufficient of each vessel survives to be cer-
tain of form, but P6 and P7 appear to belong to uncarinated open
bowls, and P8 to a shallow uncarinated bowl. Two pairs of sherds
belonging to P8 conjoin along possibly ancient breaks.

Feature 50 A single sherd, in fabric FS:2/Neo, is the only ceramic
find from this feature. The sherd is plain, but originally large
(approximately 37 square cm, although it is now in fragments).

Feature 84 The seven sherds from this feature represent only two
vessels, one each in fabrics FS:2/Neo and FS:4/7MBA. P9 is a large
bowl, apparently uncarinated, and with an oval unperforated lug.
The form and fabric are similar to P3 and PS5, although the colour-
ing is entirely different. If not actually part of the same vessel as P3
and/or PS5, it seems likely that P9 at least originally formed part of
the same assemblage.

P10 is a problematic piece, both in form and association, The
sherd is worn and it is not possible to be certain of its original form;
it is possible that it is a worn, heavy, rounded rim, but the slightly
asymmetric form and flattened surface strongly suggest that it
belongs to the base-angle of a flat-bottomed vessel. In addition the
fabric differs from that of the earlier Neolithic bowls and is similar
to that of the certain base sherd P17, although it does not appear to
belong to the same vessel.

Feature 85 Thirty three sherds, in a variety of fabrics and probably
representing nine vessels (four by featured sherds, five by plain
body sherds only) occurred in this feature. None of the fabrics are
of certainly earlier Neolithic date, although most contain flint. It
became apparent, once the assemblages from features 25, 28 and 34
had been examined in detail, that there were differences between
the flint-tempered fabrics in these features and those in feature 85.
Descriptions of the fabrics are found in the fabric catalogue
(Table 2) and the fabrics of illustrated vessels are given in the Illus-
trated Pottery Catalogue (Table 3). Apart from the flat base, P17,
and the rounded rim, P16, which is in the same fabric (FS:4), the

TABLE 1

Table 1: Sherd count and weight by context
Entries are shown as: count/weight (grammes)
*also included in total count  (rim count*) Illustration n°.

sherds are thin-walled, and derive from vessels with ovoid but
irregular profiles with simple upright or slightly out-turned rims.
The vessels vary in size, although only P16 appears likely to be
large (with a rim diameter probably in excess of 20cm). P11 and
P15 are certainly small, as the former has a rim diameter of approx-
imately 12cm, and the latter a diameter in the range 10-14cm.

DISCUSSION

This assemblage may be divided into at least three elements:

1) the bowls of certainly earlier Neolithic date (P1-P9)

2) the two flat bases, and the rim in the same fabric (P10, P17 and
P16)

3) the vessels with simple rims (P11-P15)

1) The earlier Neolithic Pottery

Fabric: the three certainly earlier Neolithic fabrics are typical of the
period, and are flint-tempered with poorly sorted angular flint. The
sand present in FS:1 and FS:2 may be added, as it may also be in
fabric S:1. A mixture of flint-tempered and sandy vessels is entirely
consistent with the contemporary pottery of the area, and occurs,
for instance in the large assemblage at Maiden Castle (Wheeler
1943). Shell too, often occurs as an inclusion in pottery of this date,
and the two small sherds in a fabric with some shell, from pit 28,
are not at all out of place in the assemblage.

Form: no carinated vessels are present, and with two exceptions all
the rims are simple, with no modification of the lip of the vessel.
Two, however, P3 and P9, are unusual, and appear to be unparal-
leled in the region, although they may be seen as a variation on the
‘rolled-over’ type (Smith 1965, fig 11, Type B), which is normally
not extended in the manner of P3 and P9. It is possible that both
rims belong to a single vessel, although this is not certain, but even
if not the occurrence of this unusual form in two features (ie pits 84
and 28) strongly argues for their contemporaneity. The two lugs, on
PS5 and P9, are oval and unperforated, a type common at Maiden
Castle. Although it is not possible to be certain of any of the vessel
forms or their size, the assemblage appears to represent a mixture
of large bowls (P2, P3, P6, P7, P9), with a number of smaller bowls
or cups (P1, P4, P8), and this combination is typical of both large
and small assemblages of the period.

Ceramic Style: On the grounds of the predominance of simple rims,
the occurrence of lugs, and the lack of decoration, the assemblage

Context 25 28 34 50 84 85
P = S — pr— P
26/27 46 49 55 56 65 53/54 93 102
Fabric
CaG:1/7BA - - - - - - _ 1/11g
FG:1/BA - - - - - - - - 8/11g
FS:1/Neo - - 2/115g 3/24g 4/36g 5/43g - - -
(1)P2 (2) P8
FS:2/Neo 35/259g - 3/79g 6/33¢g 4/85g - 1/40g 6/47g -
(1) P1 (1) P3,P5 (1) P6 @ PT (1) P9
FS:3/Indet - - - - B - - - 4/48¢
(4) P11-P13
FS:4/YMBA - - - - - - - 121g 5/63g
P10 (1) P16, P1
S:1/Neo - - 1/13g - - - - - —
(1) P4
V:1/Indet - - - - - - - - 2/42¢g
(2) P14, P15
FGSh:- - - 2/10g - - - - - -
FS:- 1/1g - - - - - - 1/9g
1)
FSh:- - - - - - - - - 1/10g
G- - - - - - - - - 5/28g
GSSh:- - - - - - - - - 1/8g
S:- - - - - 1/4g - - - -
Sh:- - - 2/10g - - - - - -
V:-1 - - - - - - - - 3/7g
[Fired clay] [2/17¢]



may be assigned to the South-Western regional style (Whittle

1977). This style occurs throughout the south-western peninsula, -

and in southern and central Wessex. In eastern Dorset it appears
to be approaching the eastern limits of its distribution, although it
is also represented as far east as Sussex (Smith 1974). The area
around Wimborne contains a number of sites of this period, and it
would appear to have been an area favoured for settlement in the
early to middle Neolithic. Approximately 3.5km to the south-west
a pit in Pamphill parish produced a small assemblage of the South-
Western style (Field, Matthews and Smith 1964, 352-360), and
approximately 1km south-west of that, another pit with a similar
assemblage was excavated at Corfe Mullen (Calkin and Piggott
1938). More recently, work at Moortown Aerodrome SZ 040970
has uncovered several pits, with South-Western style pottery (Note
in Proc. Prehist. Soc. 51, 1985, 323). Further afield, similar pottery
was recovered from the ditch of Holdenhurst long barrow, on the
north-eastern outskirts of Bournemouth (Piggott, 1937), and at
Hadden Hill (Wilson 1980) and Southbourne, Bournemouth
(Calkin 1947). Unfortunately none of the local assemblages have
radiocarbon dates, although there should be determinations
available for the Moortown material in due course (Proc. Prehist.
Soc. ibid). A date within the fourth millenium cal B.c. would be
expected for pottery of this style.

2) Sherds in fabric FS:4
This fabric is a distinctive one, with well-sorted dense flint temper,
which, unlike that in fabrics FS:1/Neo and FS:2/Neo, appears to

TABLE 2

Fabric Catalogue

Fabrics were defined with the aid of a X10 hand lens. Hardness is
expressed using two terms: ‘hard’ — not scratched easily with the
fingernail, and ‘soft’ — scratched easily with the fingernail. Frequen-
cy of inclusions was estimated by eye, using four classes: rare (pres-
ent as only occasional inclusions, and not neccessarily present in
every sherd of the fabric, sparse, moderate and dense. Using com-
parative charts showing known percentages of inclusions these
terms may be equated to less than 1%, 1-5%, 6-10%, 15% or
greater. Size of sand grains is expressed using two terms: ‘fine’ —
individual grains not distinguished easily at X10 magnification, and
‘coarse’ — individual grains seen easily at X 10, and, usually, with the
naked eye. The fabric code is composed of the initial letter, or
abbreviation for, the principal inclusions; a number, to distinguish it
from other fabrics with the same type(s) of inclusion; and an abbre-
viation to indicate the presence of diagnostic sherds of a ceramic
style. The latter are:

Neo: earlier Neolithic

BA: Bronze Age (in this case Middle Bronze Age)

Indet.: indeterminate

CaG:1/?BA  Soft fabric with a hackly fracture, containing mod-
erate to dense calcareous inclusions which are
almost certainly finely crushed shell (<3mm, but
most <lmm), and moderate to dense grog (<4mm,
most <2mm).

Hard fabric with a hackly, slightly laminated frac-
ture, containing sparse flint (<3mm, most <lmm)
and moderate to dense grog (<3mm, most <Imm).
Soft fabric with a hackly fracture containing dense
flint (<5Smm) and moderate to dense coarse sand.
Soft fabric with a hackly fracture, containing mod-
erate flint (7mm) and a moderate fine to coarse
sand.

Hard fabric with a hackly fracture, containing
sparse flint (<2mm) and sparse fine sand.

Hard fabric with a hackly fracture, containing dense
flint (<4mm) and sparse fine sand.

Soft fabric with a smooth fracture, containing dense
fine to coarse sand. Some small fragments of iron
oxides are also present.

Hard, slightly laminated fabric containing rare flint
(<2mm).

FG:1/7BA

FS:1/Neo

FS:2/Neo

FS:3/Indet.

FS:4/2MBA

S:1/Neo

V:1/Indet.
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have been calcined and well crushed before incorporation in the
clay body: some at least of the fragments have a rounded appear-
ance which is unlike that of the inclusions in the certainly Neolithic
fabrics.

Form: the only featured sherds in this fabric are one certain base
(P17), and one possible base (P10) from flat-bottomed vessels, and
a plain flat-topped rim (P16). All are fairly thick-walled. The rim
sherd belongs to a straight-sided vessel with a diameter of at least
20cm.

Ceramic style: these sherds, which may all represent separate ves-
sels, are likely to belong to the Deverel Rimbury tradition of the
Middle Bronze Age. The fabric with its frequent and well-prepared
flint temper, is much more likely to belong to that tradition than to
any earlier style, and the form of P16 would be consistent with its
belonging to a straight-sided bucket-shaped vessel. P10 occurs in
the same pit as the six sherds belonging to P9, which is undoubted-
ly earlier Neolithic in date. It is possible that P9 is residual, but an
alternative, taking into consideration the predominance of Neo-
lithic material in this pit, is that P10 is intrusive. The two other
sherds of this fabric, from pit 85, may be dated by the radiocarbon
determination which calibrates to 1900-1710 cal B.C., although this
seems slightly too early for Deverel-Rimbury pottery, for which a
date in the second half of the millenium might be reasonably
expected. However, any consideration of the material in this pit
must take account of the majority of the ceramic assemblage, the
vessels represented by P11-P15.

3) P11-P15

Fabric: two fabrics are represented in the six sherds of P11-P15.
One is a flint-tempered fabric (FS:3) which, like fabric FS:4,
contains flint temper which has been well-prepared. At least some
of the fragments have a rounded appearance which suggests
crushing of calcined flint (fresh flint does not shatter in the same
manner), and the size is well controlled (<2mm); however, in FS:3
the temper is sparse, and unlike FS:4, this fabric cannot easily be
placed within the potting traditions of the Middle Bronze Age. The
other fabric, U:1, does not contain noticeable inclusions, and rare
voids are visible on the surface. This is unlike the other fabrics
present at the site, and does not suggest a likely date for the
vessels.

Form: P11-P16 may be round or flat-bottomed, but as it has already
been noted that they are unlikely to be earlier Neolithic, on the
grounds of fabric, they must be assumed to have flat bases: the sur-
viving parts of the vessels themselves do not indicate which inter-
pretation is more likely to be correct. The angle of lie of the rim is
not certain in any of the vessels, and it is possible that P11-P13
belong to a single jar with a slack shoulder. P14 appears to belong
to a similar form, but with a rounder shoulder, while P15 represents
a very slack-bodied vessel with a rim diameter in the range 10-14
cm. All the vessels are plain.

Ceramic style: this small group of pottery is extremely difficult to
assign to a ceramic style, due to its rather amorphous forms and the
ubiquity of flint-tempered fabrics throughout several millenia.
However, there are clear indications that the group is not earlier
Neolithic, and indeed this was felt by the writer to be the case
before the radiocarbon date (1900-1710 cal B.C.) was available. In
addition the sherds of P11-P15 are in better condition than the
putatively Middle Bronze Age ones in the same feature (P16-P17),
which are in a fabric more likely to survive wear well than P11-P15.
This suggests that the Middle Bronze Age sherds are residual, and
indeed it was felt, before the radiocarbon date was received, that
the likeliest date for P11-P15, and therefore for the feature, as they
are in fairly good condition, is within the later Bronze Age, and
perhaps in the very earliest part of the first millenium B.C.
Although P11-P15 are not absolutely typical of Barrett’s Post-
Deverel Rimbury pottery (Barrett 1980, Bradley et a/ 1980), this is
a period in which plain, often flint-tempered, slack-bodied jars do
occur. P11-P15, although slightly anomalous, would fit much better
into this milieu than into any earlier one: it is possible that the
radiocarbon date, which was derived from an antler, is misleading.
Another alternative, which, in the writer’s opinion is considerably
less likely, is that the date is correct and the assemblage does
belong to a period in the early part of the second millenium cal B.C.
for which our knowledge of the ceramics in use in domestic con-
texts is admittedly slight, although the funerary assemblage is well
known. This problem appears unresolvable until more finds in the
area become available, both from the earlier and the later Bronze
Age.
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P14 P15 P17
Figure 6 Lodge Farm: Pottery, '/ life size



TABLE 3

Catalogue of illustrated pottery
Entries are given in the order: description of sherd(s)/fabric (see
fabric catalogue for full description)/colour, in the order exterior
surface: core: interior surface/condition. Context.

Asterisks indicate sherds which almost certainly represent sep-
arate vessels; the remaining sherds could belong to these vessels, or
to others.

*P1 One rim sherd and eight body sherds of a bowl with a dia-
meter greater than 12cm/FS:2/dark grey-brown: black: dark
grey; the interior directly below the rim is brown/the exterior
is in poor condtion, with several of the sherds very worn; the
interior is fair to worn.

Feature 25, context 26/27

*P2 One plain rim sherd of an uncarinated bowl with a rim
diameter of at least 26cm, and probably greater than
30cms/FS:1/pale orange-brown: dark grey: dark grey, red-
brown/fair to worn.

Feature 28, context 49

*P3 One plain rim sherd of a vessel with a sharply out-turned rim;
this could belong to the same vessel as P5/FS:2/pale orange,
outer edge of rim dark grey: —: pale orange/fair.

Feature 28, context 49

*P4 One plain rim sherd of a bowl of indeterminate
diameter/S:1/orange to pale orange surfaces/worn.
Feature 28, context 49

PS5 One body sherd with an oval, unperforated, horizontally
applied lug; the method of attachment is not clear/FS:2/sur-
faces pale orange/fair.

Feature 28, context 49

*P6 One plain rim sherd of a well-finished bowl with a flared
mouth; the rim diameter is indeterminate/FS:2/grey-brown:
dark grey: dark grey/fair.

Feature 34, context 55

*P7 One plain rim sherd of an uncarinated bowl with a diameter
of at least 28cms/FS:2/black: black: dark brown/fair.
Feature 34, context 56

*P8 Two plain rim sherds and three plain body sherds of an un-
carinated bowl; both rim sherds join separate body
sherds/FS:1/orange-brown: exterior margin orange: dark grey
core; grey/fair.

Feature 34, context 65

P9  One rim sherd and five body sherds of a vessel with a sharply
out-turned rim and an oval, unperforated, horizontally
applied lug. The method of attachment of the lug is not clear,
although the lug appears to have a markedly convex under
surface, which may extend for some way into the vessel wall.
These sherds could belong to the same vessel as P3 and/or PS5,
although the colouring is different/FS:2/dark grey, grey-
brown, pale brown: black: grey brown/fair to worn exterior,
very worn interior.

Feature 84, context 93

P10 One very worn sherd, apparently belonging to a base angle,
similar to, but probably not from the same vessel as,
P17/FS:4/orange: dark grey: orange/worn to very worn.
Feature 84, context 93

*P11One rim sherd of a vessel with a slight shoulder, and a rim
diameter of 12cms/FS:3/grey-brown surfaces/fair.

Feature 85, context 102

P12 One rim sherd, possibly of the same vessel P11/FS:3/grey-
brown surfaces/fair.
Feature 85, context 102

P13 Two rim sherds, almost certainly belonging to the same vessel
as F11/FS:3/dark grey-brown: black: brown/fair.
Feature 85, context 102

*P14One rim sherd of a vessel with an irregular upright
rim/U:1/pale grey-brown: black: dark grey/fair.
Feature 85, context 102

*P15 One rim sherd of a vessel with a rim diameter probably in the
range 10-14cms/dark grey throughout/fair.
Feature 85, context 102

*P16 One rim sherd of a vessel with a rim diameter greater than
20cms/FS:4/pale brown: dark grey: pale brown/fair to worn.
Feature 85, context 102

P17 One base-angle sherd/FS:4/pale orange exterior and under-
side of base: black: dark grey/worn.

Feature 85, context 102
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THE FLINT (Fig 7)
DAVID MAYNARD
A total of 1124 flint artefacts were recovered from the Neolithic
and Bronze Age pits. Most of the flint, with the exception of that
from pit 85, was very patinated to a white colour, the material from
85 was a dull blue to white patina. All the flint was of a type
obtainable from the upper chalk on which the site lies. 43.5% of
the material was cortical.

TABLE 4 The Flint Industry

Context 25 28 34 84 85 Total
Primary Flakes 10 6 25 4 1 46
Secondary Flakes 11 20 79 12 5 127
Tertiary Flakes 42 31 128 20 12 233
Total Wasteflakes 141 206 539 116 90 1092
Cores 2 1 4 5 1 13
Core Rejuvenation

Flakes 3 3
Scrapers 3 7 10
Worked Flakes 1 1
Utilised Flakes 1 2 3
Knife 1 1
Polished Axe 1 1
Total flint

by feature 143 208 551 123 99 1124
Cores

The cores were classified according to the method used at Hurst
Fen (Clarke 1960, 216).

The most common types are the A and B classes which would
agree with other Neolithic sites. Core size was relatively large,
averaging 118g and they were not heavily worked averaging 5
flakes removed per core. The longest flake scars are up to 59 mm
long, while the most frequent groups of flake scar lengths are
30-40 mm and 40-50 mm, which agrees very closely with the data
from the measurement of the waste flakes. Most of the cores retain
a large amount of cortex, which together with their large size sug-
gests a plentiful source of new material. Three core rejuvenation
flakes were recovered.

TABLE 5 All Cores
Class Ay A By B, B3 C D E Total

Pit 25 1 1 2
28 1 1
34 1 1 1 1 4
84 1 3 1 5
85 1 1
Topsoil 1 1

Total 1 6 2 2 1

Waste Flakes

All unbroken flakes were measured to establish their length and
breadth and the results shown on Table 6. The measurement for
length was taken as the greatest dimension along the bulbor axis
and that of breadth as the greatest dimension at right angles to the
axis.

Both cortical and non cortical flakes showed broadly the same
pattern; the commonest lengths for all flakes being 30-40 mm while
the most frequent width is 10-30 mm. 13.6% of the waste flakes
have a breadth to length ratio of 2:5 or narrower, classed as blades,
while 22% of the flakes are broad and squat with a ratio of 5:5 or
more. The flakes can also be categorised in the manner used by
Savill (1981) to create a breadth length index by dividing the
breadth into the length in millimetres and presenting the result to
the first decimal place as in Table 7. On the whole many of the
flakes are not as long as in many other early Neolithic sites e.g.
Windmill Hill (Smith 1965), but the trend is however for longer
flakes than at many later sites such as Barford Ring Ditches.
(Howard this volume.).

Utilised Flakes
Four tertiary flakes have been described as utilised flakes. These
could be classed as Smith type B (irregular chipping and spalling
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e, Pit 28; 2, polished axe fragment, Pit 34; 3-4, end scrapers, Pit 34;

5-8, round scrapers, Pit 85

utilised flak

Figure 7 Lodge Farm: Flint, */s life size; 1,



resulting from use) (Smith 1965, 92). However this is purely the
result of visual examination and need not be a true reflection of
their origin.

Scrapers

Except for surface finds, all the scrapers come from either pit 34 or
85. The scrapers from 34 consist of 3 end scrapers formed on
relatively long flakes with a deep white patina and convex scraping
edges. Pit 85 contained a total of 7 scrapers, all except two (end
scrapers) were round or thumbnail type with a blueish white
patina.

Retouched Flakes

Two retouched flakes were found. One has a rough bifocal retouch
along part of one edge up to the zone of cortex, the opposite edge
has some slight signs of glass and possible edge utilisation.

Polished Axe Fragment

A much battered piece of polished axe was recovered from Pit 34,
of heavily patinated white flint. This piece is possibly from near the
butt. Some of its damage could be due to its use as an axe. It had a
width of 57 mm at this point. After it was broken it seems to have
been used as a core with several flakes having been removed.

TABLE 6 All Waste Flakes
Length Number Per cent
10-20 mm 8 1.9
20-30 93 225
30-40 126 30.5
40-50 103 25
50-60 48 11.6
60-70 20 4.8
70-80 12 2.9
80-90 2 4
Breadth
0-10 5 12
10-20 119 28.8
20-30 158 383
30-40 74 17.9
40-50 45 10.9
50-60 7 1.7
60-70 3 7
70-80 1 2
TABLE 7 Breadth Length Index
Number of Flakes
Primary Secondary Tertiary Per cent
>0.5 - 2 2 1.5 Broad
0.6-1.0 15 21 6 16.3 Broad
1.1-1.5 13 43 68 48.2 Medium
1.6-2.0 10 15 34 229 Medium
2.1-25 2 5 14 8.1 Narrow
26< = 2 5 2.7 Narrow

DISCUSSION
This relatively small assemblage does not provide much informa-
tion. There is, however, enough to indicate a Neolithic date with
the predominance of relatively long flakes and the presence of a
polished axe with scrapers on long flakes. Pit 85 seems to differ in
the composition of flint and the nature of the tools and is likely to
be later in date.

THE OTHER STONE
Quernstones The specimens were macroscopically examined by Mr
Paul Ensom who identified possible sources for the stone.

1) Saddle Quern made from a large block of Gritstone 510 X 240
X 320 X 170 mm. The rubbing surface is an area of circa 300 X 300
mm gently dished to the centre. The stone is a very gritty
Sandstone/Gritstone common to the locality. From Pit 29 context
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57 (Plate 4).

2) Saddle Quern made from a Sandstone boulder 360 X 240 X
170 mm. The grinding surface is deeply convex. On the lower sur-
face, there is a circular depression (80 mm in diameter, 30 mm
deep) which is most likely to have been produced by pecking with
another stone. There are no other similar depressions on the stone.
The petrology of the stone resembles 1, but is less gritty. The
Quernstone was found buried in the pit with the lower depression
facing upwards. From Pit 84 context 94 (Fig 8).

Figure 8 Saddle Quern from Pit 84, /s life size
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Foreign stone (Not illustrated)
3) A block of quartzite, 110 X 130 X 70 mm, originating possibly
from the Mendips or Avon region. From Pit 34 context 56.

THE ANIMAL BONES
MARK MALTBY
Excavations produced 142 animal bone fragments. The species rep-
resented are listed in Table 8 and the types of skeletal elements
present are given in Table 9. The totals exclude a small amount of
material from a Romano-British ditch. All the bones were poorly
preserved and many had heavily eroded surfaces. Cattle fragments
were the most commonly identified, although they were outnum-
bered by pig bones in pits 25, and 85. Most, if not all, of the uniden-
tified large mammal fragments probably also belonged to cattle.
Cattle bones have usually been the most commonly encountered in
early Neolithic contexts on the limited number of sites in southern
England that have produced material (Grigson 1982a: 306; Legge
1981).
Only a very small amount of sexing and ageing information was
available. A maxilla from pit 34 belonged to a calf whose first
~molar was not in wear. The animal was probably younger than nine
months old (Grigson 1982b). A cattle mandible from the same pit
had a fully erupted toothrow and belonged to an adult. A

TABLE 8 Species represented in Neolithic and Bronze Age

Contexts

Pit Total
Species 25 28 34 50 84 8 Frags
Cattle 1 4 19 4 1 29
Sheep 1 1
Pig 3 1 11 15
Red Deer 2 1 1 1 1 6
Roe Deer 1 1
Unid. Large Mammal 5 2 4 5 35
Medium-sized Mammal 2 3 24 29
Unid. Mammal 6 12 7 25
Unid. Bird 1 1
TOTAL 10 16 57 1 9 49 142

TABLE 9 Elements Identified to Species (Fragments)

Cattle Sheep Pig Red Deer Roe Deer
85 Oth. Oth. 8 Oth. 85 Oth. Oth.

Skull frags. 1 1! 1

Antler 1 5
Mandible 2 1 1

Loose teeth 6 1 2

Scapula 1

Humerus 1

Radius 3 1
Ulna 1

Os Coxae 3

Patella 1

Tibia 4 2

Fibula 1

Calcaneus 1

Astragalus 1

Metacarpal 3

Metatarsal 1 1 1

Metapodial 1

1st Phalanx 1

Lumbar verts. 1 .

Sacrum 1

TOTAL 1 28 1 11 3 1 5 1
85 =Pit 85

Oth. = Other pits

TABLE 10 Cattle Measurements from Pit 34

Measurements (mm)

Element Bp Bd Bdf Dd GLI GLm LA
Metacarpal 62.4

Metacarpal 547  49.6

Metacarpal 583  53.6

Tibia 63.0 46.5

Tibia 575 44.8

Astragalus 46.6 45.0 653 61.2

Os Coxae 66.2

All measurements follow von den Driesch (1976)
Bp = greatest breadth proximal

Bd = greatest breadth distal

Bdf = breadth at distal fusion point

Dd = greatest distal depth

GLI1 = greatest length lateral side

GLm = greatest length medial side

LA = length acetabulum

substantial portion of a pelvis (os coxae) in this pit probably
belonged to a female, judging by the distinctive shape of the
acetabular region (Grigson 1982b: 8). '

The few cattle measurements are listed in Table 10. These all fit
within the ranges obtained for domestic cattle on Neolithic sites in
Wessex. None of the bones in the assemblage was of a size
attributable tc wild cattle (auroch).

The radiocarbon tests suggested that pit 85 may have been of
later date than the remainder of the pits. It was possibly contem-
porary or even later than pit 4 within the ring ditch enclosure at
Barford (Site 53.9). Both pits contained a faunal assemblage in
which pig bones were the most commonly found and in which no
bones of sheep/goat were positively identified. Presumably most of
the 24 unidentifiable medium-sized mammal fragments in pit 85
also belonged to pig. Unfortunately, even including these, the
assemblage was so tiny that it would be unwise to read too much
into its results. Nevertheless, it seems possible that the exploitation
of pigs may have become more important in the later Neolithic and
early Bronze Age in southern England, either as a result of ecologi-
cal change (Grigson 1982a) or because of cultural factors (Richards
& Thomas 1984). However, we do require a much wider range of
well-dated samples to supplement the limited evidence for this pos-
sible trend.

The pig bones from this site included a mandible from pit 34 in
which the third molar had not erupted but the first two molars
were in wear. This belonged to an animal that may have been about
18-24 months old at death (Bull & Payne 1982). No metrical analy-
sis was possible on any of the pig bones but all probably belonged
to domestic pigs. Identifications of red deer (Cervus elaphus) were
made from several substantial portions of antler, which were found
in five of the six pits excavated. Red deer antler picks were prob-
ably used to dig out the pits and some of these may have been
subsequently discarded. The antlers in pits 85 and 34 both included
the coronet, which provided evidence that the antlers had been cast
naturally. The coronet from 85 had a maximum diameter of 78.9
mm. A fragment of roe deer (Capreolus capreolus) radius was
found in pit 34. The only fragment identified as sheep came from
pit 25 and consisted of the proximal half of a metatarsal. The
absence or low numbers of sheep bones is typical of most Wessex
Neolithic contexts.

THE ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS
JOY EDE
Samples were taken from three of the pits for environmental analy-
sis. These were floated and the dry flots examined under a micro-
scope for carbonised seeds and chaff. Only very few seeds were
recovered. These are listed in Table 11.

TABLE 11 Carbonised seeds

Feature Context Contents

28 49 1 Triticum sp., 1 cereal fragment,
some probably modern
Chenopodium sp.

34 56 some cereal indet., few probably
modern Chenopodium sp.

85 102 few frags. cereal indet.



CONCLUSION
The intensity of prehistoric activity in the general vicinity of
Badbury Rings is referred to in the report of the Ring
Ditches at Barford Farm (Howard this vol.), and the area
centred on Lodge Farm is no exception.

The earliest features on the site are a group of five pits
which form a discrete unit south-west of the Roman road.
These features, 25, 28, 29, 34 and 84 are dated, on the
grounds of the pottery and the general finds assemblage,
with more or less certainty, to the earlier Neolithic. In the
case of 25, 28 and 34 there is clearly no problem (cf. the
pottery) and Ros Cleal is surely correct in suggesting the
likelihood that the, possibly, Middle Bronze Age sherd
recovered from 84 is intrusive. 29, which only contained a
Saddle Quern, cannot be dated closely, but given its loca-
tion and the absence of any evidence to the contrary is like-
ly to be contemporary with its surrounding features.

The pits conform both in their size and shape and in the
general occupation debris recovered from them to other
excavated pits of this period (Field et al. 1964). The almost
total absence of carbonised seeds is somewhat surprising
but the recovery of two Saddle Querns suggests that cereal
cultivation was practised, and the bone assemblage points
to a mixed farming economy in which cattle and pig
predominate.

The absence of any evidence for structures is hardly sur-
prising: irrespective of the arguments concerning natural
chalk dissolution (Groube and Bowden 1982) the site has
been subject to such deep ploughing, particularly in recent
years, as to effectively destroy any but the most substantial
of features.

This site adds to the small, but increasing, number of
such pits known in the Wimborne area (Cleal, this report)
and the discovery of both this site and the other recently
discovered group of pits at Moortown Aerodrome serve
only to confirm the dichotomy between the existence of
long barrows and causewayed enclosures on the higher
ground of the chalk downlands and these earlier Neolithic
domestic settlements which appear to be confined to the
river valleys and the coastal plain (Barret ez al. 1981).

Middle Bronze Age activity on the site is attested to by
the presence of three sherds of pottery likely to belong to
the Deverel-Rimbury tradition, if not by any features. One
of the sherds, as has already been seen, is likely to be intru-
sive in the earlier Neolithic pit 84 and the remaining two,
from pit 85, are thought to be residual as the bulk of the
pottery suggests a Late Bronze Age date for this feature.
Feature 85 is, frankly, odd but given the fact that both Mid-
dle and Late Bronze Age pottery are thought to have been
identified from the same context as the antler which pro-
vided a radiocarbon determination of cal 1900-1710 B.c. it
would seem best not to place too much reliance on this
determination for dating the feature or its contents. The
nature of the feature itself is also enigmatic and it is hard to
envisage a practical function for a pit of this shape.
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A Double Ring Ditched, Bronze Age Barrow at Barford Farm,
Pamphill

SALLY HOWARD
with contributions from

DAVID TOMALIN, DAVID MAYNARD, GILLIAN STROUD, MARK MALTBY and MIKE ALLEN.

SUMMARY
This report describes the excavation of a double ring ditched barrow site on the Upper Chalk downlands within the parish of
Pamphill to the north-west of Wimborne Minster, Dorset.

The earliest feature on the site was a circular pit containing Grooved Ware pottery deposited with a range of other archaeo-
logical materials which have been dated to 4180 B.r = 90, (HAR 9596). This Late Neolithic feature lay close to an oval pit
which contained the crouched inhumation of a child, dated to 3580 B.p. = 80, (HAR 9819). Both these pits were cut, along with
four further features, into the central part of site, namely an area enclosed by the inner of the two ring ditches. A primary layer
within this inner ditch has been dated to the Early Bronze Age, 3639 B.r = 120 (HAR 9597). The presence of a Late Neolithic
deposit, seemingly unconnected to the subsequent funerary activities on the site adds to a body of data from Wessex, of Bronze
Age barrows centred over earlier (Grooved Ware) focal points. Early development of and continuity in the use of this particu-
lar area of land is evidenced by the site’s mollusc assemblage, sampled from the ditch fills.

The radio carbon dates indicate that the inner ring ditch and the primary burial were broadly contemporary, evidence which
would support the view that the inner ditch was cut to delimit the site and to quarry chalk rubble to be used, characteristically,
in a central mound or ring bank. At a later date a more substantial, but concentric ditch was cut beyond the original focus. No
upstanding part of the site survived, but it is thought that this outer ditch, particularly an extensive recut, on its north side,
served to further enlarge the barrow mound. Unfortunately the absence of diagnostic material from the other undated pits and
hollows on the site means that any associations between these features and the outer ditch cuts are conjectural.

The destruction of the site appears to have occurred in antiquity; ceramics from the upper fill of the later ditch suggest that
the.site was flattened in the third or fourth century A.D. However, given the extremely long agricultural history of the area, dam-
age to the site may have occurred any time in the last 3000 years.

Plate 1. View of site from the south-west.
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INTRODUCTION (FIG 1)
The area of the parishes of Pamphill and Shapwick was
known to be of archaeological interest (RCHM 1975 44-53,
57-64). The sites of over 50 ring ditch/barrows, have been
traced, with particular cemeteries located between 1 to 2
km north and north-west of the excavated site, Fig. 1, A.
This pattern is augmented by a number of seemingly iso-
lated sites, recognised primarily from aerial photographs.
The distribution of known ring ditch/barrows may have

been affected by the almost continuous cultivation that has
occurred in this area since pre-Norman times, notably in the
form of the open strip fields, the probable ‘North’ and
‘South’ fields of the ‘Kingston Manor’, (Smith 1988), but
also by intensive Iron Age and Roman land use in the pre-
ceeding centuries. Consequently, the earthworks of many of
these sites have long since been flattened and the material
forming the mounds scattered in the surrounding fields.

The barrow at Barford was not traced on aerial photo-
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graphs, nor was it evident as a specific concentration from
the material collected in the fieldwalking assessment. Geo-
physical survey carried out in the autumn of 1987, to assess
the potential of this area, also failed to pinpoint the site.
The archaeological features were, however, revealed in
June 1988 when the shallow plough soil was removed from
part of the south facing slope along the Stour Valley in
advance of pipeline construction.

Location and site strategy

The site is on the Upper Chalk at ST 9669/0055, 32 m above
sea level and 300m to the north-west of Barford Farm, Fig.
1, B. The ring ditches were on a false crest in the slope,
which was reasonably flat to the north, but fell away by
more than a metre on the south side of the site, Fig. 2, A
and B. The field is currently cultivated for maize, and inten-
sive ploughing of the area over the centuries has exaggerated
this trend in the slope and eroded the downslope features
of the ring ditches to a greater degree than the upslope side
of the site. This situation is recorded in the site profile and
illustrdted ditch sections, Fig. 2, B and C.

Excavation of the ring ditches and associated internal
features was carried out during the beginning of July 1988
and followed on directly from the work at another site
exposed by the pipeline, the Iron Age settlement adjacent
to Sweet Briar Drove, some 500m to the north, (Maynard,
forthcoming). After cleaning, the inner of the two ring
ditches, 13 m in diameter, could be seen almost entirely, but
the fringes of the outer ditch lay under the top soil heap
to the west and the cropped field to the east, Plate 1.
Whether the outer ditch made a complete 27 m circuit, or
was broken at some point on its diameter has not been
established. It was clear, however, that the pipetrench
would cut through the centre of the ring ditches and disturb
practically all the internal features, Plate 2.

A grid was established over all the visible archaeology,
namely 95% of the inner ditch and 40% of the outer ditch,
Fig. 3, with the north/south axis parallel to the pipeline
easement fence: true north differed from this by just 9°. The
strategy for excavation was to anticipate the pipetrench and
remove all archaeological deposits from a 5 m zone running
through the middle of the site. In this way profiles could be
recorded from the two ring ditches on both the north and
south sides of the site. Within the ditches this 5 m strip was
divided into an east and a west half, each 2.25 m across,
leaving a temporary baulk that would allow the profile most
central to the excavated deposits to be drawn and sampled
for molluscs (Allen, this report). In addition, five pits which
lay within this central 5 m strip and a further feature cut
through the top of the inner ditch were excavated.

THE EXCAVATED FEATURES
LATE NEOLITHIC ACTIVITY PRE-DATING THE RING
DITCHES
Pit 4

Pit 4 was a circular, straight-sided, flat bottomed pit, 1.18 m in
diameter and cut .6 m into the chalk bedrock, situated 3.5 m to the
north of the site’s centre point, Fig. 3., and Fig. 4, A. A thin layer of
chalk silts had accumulated at the very bottom of the pit and
against the south part of the side wall, but it seems likely that the
feature was infilled fairly rapidly. Between this chalk wash and a
cemented chalk capping lay a series of dumped fills, silty in charac-
ter which were reasonably evenly spread throughout the pit. The
deposits were not divided by marked tip or silt lines but seemed to
have originated from the south side of the feature.

These deposits, which filled the body of the pit, context 24, were
composed from a fairly homogeneous soil matrix, a silt loam,
differentiation between parts of the fill stemmed from the com-
paratively sorted nature of the finds which had been crowded into
this densely packed pit, Plate 3. It was possible to distinguish two
more particular lavers, one characterized by a high concentration
of pottery, 39, while another layer, 41, was aceramic but contained
much daub and charcoal, (Tomalin, this report) Animal bones
(Maltby, this report) and flint both worked and burnt (Maynard,
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this report), were contained throughout the pit. The feature was
sampled for environmental purposes, and some of the animal bone
used for radio-carbon determination. The nature, date and possible
significance of these finds will be discussed in the relevant specialist
reports. Material excavated from pit 4 is illustrated in Figs. 5, 8 and 9.

QUARRYING OF THE INNER DITCH

The Inner Ditch, contexts 14 and 18

In plan the inner ditch was circular with a diameter of 13 m. A
steep-sided profile was apparent from all excavated areas of ditch
which was, on average, 1.38 m wide and .70 m deep. The straight
edges were cut at an angle of 25°, down to a flat base .50 m wide.

Three different fills were distinguished along the northern arc of
the inner ditch, but the upper of these deposits had, if ever present,
been truncated from the southern profiles. The lowest .40 m of fill
was uniform, composed almost completely (90% ) of clean lumps of
blocky chalk and more grainy rounded chalk silts. In the north-
western part of the ditch three discrete areas of charcoal about
50 mm in diameter and .10 m apart, were recorded within the low-
est .10 m of this otherwise undifferentiated primary deposit. This
charcoal was sampled for a radio-carbon determination, as it
seemed likely that the material would provide a date close to the
initial digging of the ditch. A secondary layer filling the next .25 m
of the ditch was a more loamy version of the lowest fill, with about
40% of the bulk comprising small rounded fragments of chalk.
Lumpy flint nodules and waste flakes were excavated from this
layer. The uppermost and tertiary layer was a friable soily loam
which contained very little chalk (5-10% ) and pieces of worked and
burnt flint.

The illustrated sections of the inner ditch, Fig. 2. C, suggest
weathering took place at the top of the profile, but the straightness
of the lower edges and homogeneity of the lower fills suggests that
the whole profile, especially the lowest .40 m of the ditch had filled
up, or had been backfilled very quickly, Plate 4.

PRIMARY FEATURES OF THE BARROW

Features 8 and 9

Two oval pits, contexts 8 and 9 lay slightly to the east of the site’s
centre. The two features were similar in dimension being respec-
tively, 1.04 m and 1.25 m long, and .7 m and .8 m wide, Fig. 3. The

- . : i ~":".'\»‘ 3. STAS
Plate 2. Features cut into the chalk, within the inner ring
ditch.

Plate 3. Late Neolithic deposit in pit 4.
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pits were straight sided and had been cut to the depths of .33 m and
.35 m into the chalk bedrock; both were flat floored, Fig. 4. A. Both
pits had been backfilled with compact, comparatively clean chalk
silts similar to the primary deposits in the inner ring ditch. Pit 8
contained no finds and has not been dated. Unidentifiable frag-
ments of cremated bone were excavated from the upper fill of pit 9
and the crouched inhumation of a child’s body lay in a pocket of
grainy chalk silts at the base of the pit, Fig. 4. B and Plate 6. This
material is discussed in Stroud, this report. After the skeletal analy-
ses had been carried out the bone was submitted for a radio-carbon
determination. A small sample of bone was sent to University Col-
lege, London for research into the condition and preservation of
human bone in different soil types, (Bell, this report).

FURTHER EXTENSION OF THE BARROW

The Outer Ditch, contexts 1 and 11

In plan the outer ditch was circular and concentric to the inner
ditch with a diameter of 27 m. On excavation two phases of activity
were observed in the outer ditch; in that the whole northern arc of
the ring ditch had been recut while the southern side had silted up
naturally, without obvious intervention by man.

The first cut of the outer ditch was straight sided, as is shown by
the lower profile of the ditch, preserved behind the earliest silting
which would suggest that the edge was angled at 25°% that the first
cut had a wide flat base is also apparent, Fig. 2. C. Given the recut-
ting along the northern arc, the southern arc of the outer ditch may
be assumed closest to this original profile. The ditch has, however,
weathered considerably, a shoulder or lip being evident along much
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of the ditch’s uppermost edge. This profile occurred more common-
ly, but not exclusively, along the external edge and may be
attributable to early frost attack. Weathering of a more gradual
nature resulted in a comparatively graded, almost domed, internal
ditch face. This weathered berm face was clear in both the northern
and southern arc of the ring and can be interestingly corﬁpared to
the ditch’s steeper external face. The overall width of the ditch was
2.3 m and the depth, prior to recutting, between .8 m and .85 m.

There was no consistent asymmetry in the silting patterns within
the outer ditch, but the primary chalk silts could be distinguished
into two types. A blocky deposit, context 43, found chiefly against
the interior edge of the ditch which seemed to originate/have fallen
from the interior part of the site. A more weathered type of chalk
silt, contexts 36 and 13, was situated in the central and outer side of
the ditch profile. Little or no stone/flint was recovered from these
primary layers, which filled the lowest .35 m in the southern arc of
the ditch, and probably represented a point at which the early silt-
ing processes stabilized.

RECUTTING OF THE OUTER DITCH
Context 11
All excavated areas of the ditch along the northern arc of the outer
ring demonstrate that the outer ditch had been recut to create a
steep v-shaped profile close to the interior side of the original
ditch. Comparison with the southern arc of the ring would suggest
that the recut was not designed to greatly enlarge the ditch but
rather to re-establish the prominence of the ditch or its associated
earthworks. The recut was no wider at the top than the first ditch,
nor were the primary deposits totally cleared out, for example part
of the original fill, the chalk silt, 13, remained intact along the ex-
terior edge of the ditch. Four diagnostic pot sherds were recovered
from this silt, and form the basis of some chronological discussion.
The base of the recut was apparent as a narrow flat step .2-.3 m
wide, where fresh chalk had been removed up to .10 m below the
original depth of the ditch, Fig. 2. C., Plate 5. The recut weathered,
and rounded chalk silts accumulated within the new ditch profile,
contexts 25 and 26, this secondary material was derived primarily
from an area on the interior side of the ditch. Reconstructible
ceramics were excavated from this central layer of the outer ditch.
In the top .45 m of the ditch, lay a distinctly different deposit of
compact clay loam, contexts 2 and 12, within the southern and
northern arcs of the ditch respectively. This soil contained only a
small quantity of chalk (10%) and was characterized by a substan-
tial quantity of waste flint and further ceramic evidence. These
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tertiary fills of the ditch were mixed and without distinct layers and
are considered to be, at least partially, the remains of any pre-exist-
ing mound or ringwork, redeposited in the upper ditch when the
site was levelled.

A few abraded fragments of animal bone were excavated from
the various layers within the outer ditclr, but unfortunately the
quantities were insufficient for dating purposes.

UNPHASED FEATURES CUT IN THE CENTRAL AREA OF

THE RING DITCHES

Features 5, 6, and 7

Three shallow scoops were located in the central area to the south
and west of the primary burial in pit 9, Fig. 3. and Plate 2. Feature 5
was .8 m X .6 m across and 90 mm deep with steep straight sides
and an even flat floor, similar to pits 8 and 9. Feature 6 was .8 m X
.5 m across and just 33 mm deep, with an irregular undulating floor
and poorly defined edges. Both the features were filled with a
weathered chalk silt from which no finds were retrieved, even after
flotation.

Feature 7 represented all that remained of a circular cremation
pit, with a surviving diameter of .15 m. The feature was located at
the exact centre point of the ring ditches, and existed to a depth of
33mm. Unlike feature 6, it had a flat floor and contained several
pieces of burnt bone.

Feature 3

Feature 3 which lay to the south west of all the other cut pits and
was different in style being 2 m long and .5 m wide, surviving to a
depth of 40 mm. There was no evidence as to the function of this
elongated hollow which was filled with a friable loamy soil contain-
ing small chalk fragments, the occasional fleck of charcoal but pro-
duced no finds. The feature could not be attributed to any specific
phase but was cut through the top of the inner ditch. Feature 3 did
have an approximate east to west orientation, which was not dis-
played by any other element on the site.

BRONZE AGE MATERIAL BURIED IN ADJACENT
COLLUVIUM. PLOT 53.10

During the construction of the pipeline a featureless spread of
archaeological material extending for 25 m, was located in the
pipetrench below chalk colluvium .5 m thick and situated some
350 m downslope from the ring ditches. Several pieces of diagnostic
pottery were retrieved from this apparently redeposited material,
which might have originated from a grave within the Barford Farm

Plate 5. The recut of the outer ditch.
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barrow, but could equally be derived from another ploughed out
site with the same slope catchment.

THE FINDS

THE LATE NEOLITHIC AND BRONZE AGE
POTTERY FROM BARFORD FARM AND ITS
CULTURAL IMPLICATIONS
DAVID J. TOMALIN

DESCRIPTION OF THE POTTERY FROM RING DITCH

PSP 53.9.

The Neolithic pottery and daub from Pit 4

Grooved Ware A total of 33 sherds (230 g) of Grooved Ware was
recovered from infill layers 24 and 39 in Pit 4. The sherds in the
two layers include some fragments which seemingly belong to a sin-
gle vessel and accord with the general evidence that the pit was
briefly filled in a single event. A conjectured reconstruction of this
vessel is illustrated in Fig. 5.

All Grooved Ware sherds from the pit are tempered with some
15% comminuted shell with a particle size mode generally set
around 3.5 mm. This tempering medium is held within a soft dark
grey reduced clay matrix (SYR 4/1). The reconstructed vessel
[sherds 39.1-39.6 and 24.1] is reduced throughout and displays com-
mon flat shell fragments on its internal and external surfaces. It is
decorated with an indeterminate number of horizontal U-scored
grooves, each approximately 2 mm wide. The rim, whilst not pre-
cisely analogous, is best compared with form 13 of Wainwright and
Longworth’s classification (1971).

Other Grooved Ware sherds within the pit include a thick-walled
vessel [24.3] bearing some external reddish yellow oxidisation (7.5
YR 6/6). A rounded-rim sherd [39.7] with similar finish may pos-
sibly belong to the same pot. Two rim sherds [39.8 and 24.3], differ-
entiated by reduced and oxidised external finishes, may represent
bevelled rim pots. A ridged and facetted sherd [39.3] with its inter-
nal surface missing may possibly represent a vertical pinched cor-
don detatched from a Durrington style urn.

Daub A total of 2.065 kg of daub was recovered in fragments from
infill layers 24, 39 and 41 within the pit. Of this quantity 42% by
weight was recovered from the aceramic layer 41. The daub is

composed of local chalk marl and due to its differential exposure to
heat can be divided into two variants. Some lumps comprise a soft
very dark greyish brown reduced matrix tempered with some 20%
rounded chalk particles with a particle size mode of 6mm. The sec-
ond variant is similarly tempered but displays a reddish yellow clay
matrix (7.5 YR 8/6) showing no clear evidence of thermal dis-
coloration. The presence of both colours on one fragment from
layer 24 confirms these variations to be the result of differential
heating of a single mass.

Whilst the daub pieces are friable and extremely fragmentary,
sufficient survive to show that some of this material was com-
pressed on to a flat bed to form a layer some 20 to 30 mm thick.
Fine striae on one fragment suggest hand wiping. No organic casts
can be observed in the clay and no evidence for the use of the daub
can be detected.

The Bronze Age pottery and its fabric groups

Fabric Group A Twenty-five grog tempered sherds signify the pres-
ence of a number of vessels with textural characteristics compatible
with the form 3 variant of the British bioconical urn ceramic tradi-
tion. This identification is based on the formal attributes of two
sherds, one bearing a trace and the other a possible trace of a
shoulder cordon [2.2 and 2.3]. A single rim sherd [2.1] is also pre-
sent. In general, the hardness of the sherds favour a form 3 attribu-
tion for all the fragments but this cannot totally exclude the
possibility that some could belong to the Food Urn ceramic tradi-
tion which displays a similar but generally slightly softer Fabric. All
sherds are oxidised on the external surface; the effect penetrating
to a depth of 10 to 50% of the thickness of the body wall. Fabric A
occurred in layers 2 and 13 of the outer ditch.

Fabric Group B Two body sherds [2.26 and 2.27] from the upper fill
(layer 2) of the outer ditch represent a reduction fired, grog tem-
pered urn containing 15% fine oxidised grog with a particle size
mode of approximately Imm. Some 3% angular calcined flint of
the same size is also present. The matrix is very dark grey to black
throughout. These tempering attributes favourably resemble sever-
al Dorset biconical urns such as those from Bloxworth G2 or G3
(Tomalin 1983, DB5); Long Crichel G7 (ibid DB12); Bere Regis
G4é6c (ibid DB 33); Dorset Downs (ibid DB44); Chaldon Herring
G24 (ibid DB 55) although no precise match can be made.

Plate 6. The infant inhumation in pit 9.




Fabric Group C This group comprises flint-tempered urn sherds
displaying a reduced, poorly fired friable and laminating fabric con-
taining 5 to 7% angular calcined flint with a particle size mode gen-
erally set around 2.5 mm. The matrix is dark reddish brown (5 YR
3/3) and the external and internal surfaces can be very slightly oxi-
dised to yellowish red (5 YR 5/6). The sherds include a rim frag-
ment [13.3] and base sherds of at least two vessels. The textural
characteristics and the rim form are all comparable with Dorset
bucket urns. The sherds of fabric C occurred in layers 13 and 25
representing the primary and secondary fill of the outer ditch.

Fabric Group D This group is represented by a single body sherd
of a flint tempered vessel bearing eight tooth comb point impres-
sions [13.2] found in the primary fill of the outer ditch. The matrix
of the sherd is black with a superficially oxidised reddish yellow
exterior (7.5 YR 7/6). The interior is also superficially oxidised.
The fabric contains 3% angular calcined flint with a particle size
mode of approximately 2 mm.

Fabric Group E A miscellaneous group of 4 unclassified sherds of
indeterminate date from the upper fill (layer 2) of the outer ditch.

Fabric Group F A heavily flint tempered ware containing some
15% angular calcined flint with a particle size mode of 2 mm is pre-
sent in the upper fill (layer 2) of the outer ditch. The sherds repre-
sent the lower portion of a thick-walled urn with sagging body
[2.31]. The matrix shows a hard dark fabric giving way to a superfi-
cially oxidised exterior. The textural characteristics of this vessel
and its thick sagging form are compatible with a number of Later
Bronze Age bucket urns which have been noted east of the Dorset
Stour by ApSimon (1962, 2, 320-1) and Ellison (1975, 186-193).

The petrology of the fabric groups

Thin sections of the Grooved Ware sherds from pit 4 at ring ditch

PSP 53.9. were prepared and examined by Dr. D. E. Williams, (thin

sections of Grooved Ware from a further pipeline site, 52.6, were

prepared and analysed on the same occasion, see Addison, this vol-
ume), together with samples of wares A, B, C and F from the outer
fill of the ring ditch. A grog tempered body sherd [10.1] from the
adjacent hillwash site PSP 53.10 was also examined.

Significant observations are as follows:

1. There is no petrological reason to differentiate between grog
tempered fabrics A and B at the ring ditch and the sherds from
site PSP 53.10. This evidence accords with the hypothesis that
the pottery from both sites may be broadly contemporaneous
although the same clay source could also have been utilised on
different occasions. The presence of quartz grains, a little mica,
some chalk in sherd 2.27 and incidental flint all seem to be com-
patible with a fairly local source.

2. There is no apparent petrological distinction between flint tem-
pered wares C and F. Apart from the notable flint additives the
petrological characteristics of the matrix of these wares, (includ-
ing the presence of some quartz, mica and chalk), are all similar
to the grog tempered wares.
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3. There is no significant distinction between the shell tempered
Grooved Ware from site PSP 53.9 and that from PSP 52.6. Clau-
conite present in sherd 24.3 from pit 4 serves to divorce the
source of the Grooved Ware from that of the Bronze Age sherds
at Barford Farm.

THE CHRONOLOGICAL IMPLICATIONS OF THE
POTTERY FROM RING DITCH PSP 53.9

The earliest pottery in the excavated sample comprises the thirty-
three sherds of Grooved Ware recovered from pit 4. These sherds
seemingly signify Late Neolithic on-site activity before the con-
struction of the ring ditch. The co-incidence between minor Late
Neolithic occupation with Grooved Ware and the siting of Early
Bronze Age barrows is well attested in Wessex at Bishops
Waltham, Hurn and Roundwood, Hants; Avebury G55; barrows 3,
8 and 15 on Snail Down; West Overton G6B; Wilsford G51 and
Wylye G2 (Wainwright and Longworth, 1971, 268-306).

It is particularly unfortunate that no sherds have been recovered
from the inner ditch or from a context which might be directly
equated with the primary construction of the monument. The
sherds from layer 13 in the primary silt of the outer ditch may be
arguably equated with a primary or a secondary event there being,
regrettably, a lack of linking stratigraphy between the inner and
outer ditches. The pottery from this context is best equated with
products both preceding, and contemporary with, the transition
between the production of British biconical urns and the emer-
gence of the Deverel-Rimbury ceramic tradition. This event cannot
be securely attested before the thirteenth century B.C.

An informative artefact from the primary fill of the outer ditch is
basal sherd 13.1, Fig. 6; (which illustrates diagnostic ceramics exca-
vated from the outer ring ditch). This belongs to a grog tempered
urn with textural characteristics closely analogous with some late
biconical urn pottery employed during the earliest phase of settle-
ment at Shearplace Hill, Sydling St. Nicholas in West Dorset
(Rahtz and ApSimon 1962, fig. 16 sherd nos. 1, 3,4, 8, 9 and 10; fig.
18 nos. 39 and 42; fig. 19 no. 41; Tomalin 1983, 373-391, 591-601).
Whilst the sherds of the opening phase at Shearplace offer the clos-
est analogy in the size and quantity of grog temper it should be
noted however that generally similar wares persisted also during
the late phases at the same site. At Shearplace as well as in a num-
ber of Dorset Deverel-Rimbury burial sites the use of grog temper
can be seen to have persisted well into the production period of
bucket urns (Calkin 1962, 41).

Sherd 13.2 represents a flint and grog tempered vessel decorated
with short lengths of eight-tooth comb point decoration. Sub-
sequent to the production of Beaker pottery such decoration per-
sists in the Collared Urn series and it is also a regional
characteristic of the East Anglian, Urdleigh urns (Erith and Long-
worth 1960; Couchman 1975). Comb point is also known to occur
in rare instances in domestic assemblages of biconical urn pottery
at sites F49 and F50 at Hockwold, Norfolk (Tomalin 1983, 367) and
in a single instance at Shearplace Hill (Rahtz and ApSimon, 1962,
314, fig. 18 no. 43). In the present case, the presence of some 5%
flint in the matrix of the sherd tends to exclude this vessel from the

39:-1-4
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Figure 5. Grooved Ware sherds from pit 4, at '/~ life size.
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Collared Urn series which in Wessex at least is almost exclusively
characterised by the sole use of grog.

Sherds 13.3 and 13.4 represent either one or two flint tempered
vessels composed of poorly fired laminating clay of fabric group C.
The temper of these sherds is generally compatible with bucket
urns. The poorly fired condition is likewise an acceptable bucket
urn characteristic being noted in particular by Calkin (1962, 40-3).
White (1982, 28) has, moreover, advocated that the selection of
such poor quality pottery attests the use of potters’ rejects for buri-
al purposes.

Whilst the sherd yield from layer 13 remains small, the collective
evidence provided by the ceramics suggests that the outer ditch was
dug at a time when bucket urns of the Deverel-Rimbury series
were in use and whilst the anachronism of Early Bronze Age comb
point decoration still persisted.

Some final details concerning the general dating of the monu-
ment can be gleaned from the sherd yield from the tertiary phase
of silting in the outer ditch. The relevant contexts are layers 2 and
12 which together have yielded a total of 45 sherds including twelve
articulating fragments [2.31] of a thick-walled bucket urn of fabric
group F, Fig. 6. This vessel can be readily matched amongst the
regional ceramics first identified by ApSimon (1962, 320-1) at
Shearplace Hill and equated by him with a Cranborne Chase
group. Latterly these ceramics have been more closely defined by
Ellison (1975, 186-193) as part of the Avon-Stour Group of Later
Bronze Age bucket, barrel and globular urns.

Counting the bucket urn fragments [2.31] as a single find, the
sherd sample from layers 2 and 12 indicates the presence of some
80% grog tempered pottery which due to the variety of individual
textures could readily represent at least as many as fourteen differ-
ent vessels. These sherds offer no stylistic attributes other than just
one sherd which belongs to a biconical urn. A random sherd
sample of this type is clearly useful for it seemingly presents much
of the ceramic array available to the builders and users of the
monument.

That the ceramic sample produced by such destruction excludes
positive evidence for the use of Beaker pottery or of the use of
Food Urn ceramics prior to the Biconical Urn is unhelpful to the
dating of the site. The exclusion from the sherd sample, however,
of the globular urn and barrel urn ceramics common to the Avon-
Stour region might perhaps suggest that the monument may have
been abandoned before the emergence of this particular Later
Bronze Age style. Some sherds of type I or type III globular urns
were to be found with a fragment of incense cup in the downslope
hillwash at site PSP 53.10, (see Fig. 7 and Section E of this report),
but the original context of this material is uncertain.

The presence of two sherds of Black Burnished Ware within the
upper fill of the outer ditch (layer 2), including a rim sherd of
Gillam form 146-148, could support the hypothesis that it was dur-
ing the third or fourth century A.D. that the site was levelled and it
was on this occasion that pottery embodied in the mound and
funerary features of the barrow or ringwork was dragged into the
outer ditch.

THE BRONZE AGE CERAMICS AND THE CULTURAL
IMPLICATIONS AT RING DITCH PSP 53.9

The implicit association between Biconical Urn ceramics and the
use of the Barford Farm concentric double ring ditch calls into dis-
cussion some further Dorset funerary monuments 8f similar design.
This line of enquiry was first pursued in 1961 by Dr. Isobel Smith
who regarded Wessex biconical urns as a characteristic of a particu-
lar people who might also perhaps be identified by their use of disc
barrows with internal or double banks and by urn burials in slab-
lined or stone-packed pits (Smith 1961, 115-117). The disc barrows
cited by Dr. Smith were those defined by Grinsell in 1959 as the
Dorset type. A more recent review of these and other disc barrows
by Grinsell (1974) has identified four examples in which a concen-
tric double ditch can be clearly identified. It is implicit that further
examples of double ditches may yet be revealed by excavation in
others of the thirteen disc barrows of this specialised type.

The pottery recovered from these disc barrows gives some sup-
port for the case for a construction date late in Aldbourne-
Edmondsham, or Bedd Branwen phase of the Early Bronze Age
when a transition to and overlap with Deverel Rimbury ceramics
was already under way.

At Bincombe G3 a small atypical bucket-like vessel inverted
over a cremation and covered with a flat slab was excavated by
Charles Warne (1866, MOPR 27-8, pl. 1, fig. 1; DCM accession
1885.16.32). In the neighbouring barrow of similar type, Bincombe
G2, a comparable urn was also recovered by Warne (ibid) appar-

ently in a similar primary position. Grinsell (1982, 6) rightly prof-
fers caution in conjecturing from these old excavations and the case
is further complicated by the results of more recent work at
Kingston Russell G3a (Bailey, Smith and Tomalin 1980). At this
site a small bowl barrow containing a beaker inhumation was
remodelled on two occasions by the respective digging of an inner
and outer ditch. The purpose of these concentric ditches was, how-
ever, primarily concerned with the redemarcation of the original
burial mound although some of the quarried spoil, from the outer
ditch, may so perhaps have been used to throw up an annular bank
converting the monument into a disc barrow 22.8 m in diameter.
The stratification showed that the inner ditch had soon been con-
cealed by chalk waste spreading from the mound and that this
deposit had been subsequently cut by an intrusive pit containing a
child inhumation with a form 3 food vessel/urn (Bailey et al 1980,
25 fig. 5, P8). The form of this food vessel/urn accords with the
widespread response by Food Urn potters to the shouldered style
of biconical urns (Tomalin 1984 and 1988) and it places the burial
sometime during the Aldbourne-Edmondsham phase. Also intru-
sive in the same fill was a cremation contained within a small multi-
lugged bucket urn (P9) which was possibly protected by a larger
inverted vessel of the same series (Bailey ibid fig. 5 where P9 is
wrongly labelled as P12).

Whilst there is clear evidence at Kingston Russell for both con-
version to a disc barrow and for the re-use of the monument by
users of form 3 Food Urn and Deverel Rimbury ceramics, there
remains no means by which these two events can be unquestion-
ably linked. It should be observed moreover that the process of
adaptation at Kingston Russell G3a had produced close-set con-
centric ditches which bear no close comparison with the ditch plan
at Barford Farm.

Whilst the body of relevant excavated sites within the County of
Dorset remains small, some more distant analogies to the Barford
Farm ring ditch are particularly apposite. At barrow 14 at Radley,
Berks., a concentric double ring ditch of comparable plan has yielded
a primary cremation accompanied by an Inception Series biconical
urn and a bronze razor (Leeds 1936, 8-13; Tomalin 1983, 230, 298).

Another concentric double ring ditch in this cemetery is barrow
12 which significantly has yielded a biconical urn accompanying a
child inhumation. In this latter case the biconical urn postdates
with the conversion of a primary Beaker grave mound into a disc

- barrow. The absence of biconical urns from the remainder of the

Radley barrow cemetery moreover tends to reinforce the cultural
association between this specific type of disc barrow and the Bicon-
ical Urn ceramic tradition. At ring 6, Hamborough, Oxfordshire a
double concentric bank was apparently quarried from a single
annular ditch surrounding a further Biconical Urn cremation (Case
et al 1965, 37, fig 15).

For the origins of both biconical urns and some forms of double
concentric ring ditches we must look southward from the Wessex
seaboard to diverse Early Bronze Age communities occupying the
north-west European Plain. Of particular interest are the double
concentric ring ditches in the valley of Aisne at Portavert and Bucy le
Long in Picardie where comparable biconical urn cremation burials
are to be found (O’Connor 1980, 278; Burgess 1987, 308-9; Brun
and Pommepuy 1987). To these we may add the Dutch example
Tumulus 1B with its biconical urn burials and double concentric
ditched annex in the Touterfout barrow cemetery in North Brabant
(Glasbergen 1954, 36-40).

We must be mindful however that concentric double ring ditches
by no means invariably signify the former presence of disc barrows.
On excessively ploughed sites the former enlargement of the
mounds of bowl barrows may be now denoted by concentric dou-
ble ring ditches. In such cases the berm between the two ditches
frequently but not invariably seems to be proportionally narrower
as demonstrated at Long Crichel barrows G7 and G23 (Green et al,
1982 fig. 4, Piggott and Piggott 1944 pl. 24). Sweet Briar Road,
Norwich site 366 (Bown 1986, fig. 54) and Little Cressingham site
5053 (Lawson 1986, fig. 5). The exception however is disquietingly
demonstrated at Long Crichel G5 (Green et al, fig. 2) where a
Beaker barrow demarcated by a modest ditch 8 m in diameter was
later encased beneath a mound 16 m in diameter. The material for
the new mound was won from an outer ditch 21 m in diameter. At
this barrow there can be no question that an outer bank ever exist-
ed. It is salutary to observe that had this site been totally levelled
by ploughing it would undoubtedly provide a double concentric
ring ditch with berm width and proportions remarkably similar to
those at Barford Farm.

Whilst the plans of Barford Farm and the Long Crichel G5 site
would share some characteristics, at present the analysis of ditch



layout seems limited, as a means of differentiating between disc
barrows and bell or bowl barrows on plough-levelled, double-
ditched sites. This situation is illustrated by the close-set concentric
ditches at Kingston Russell G3a disc barrow and the similar narrow
bermed style of concentric ditches associated with enlarged bowl
barrows, as described. Neverthless, the asymmetrical silting profiles
apparent in the excavated sections at Radley barrows 12 and 14,
and at Bucy le Long sites C4 and CS5 intimate that the outer ditches
of these monuments may frequently have served to provide materi-
al for an external bank of typical disc barrow character. At Barford
Farm the sorting and silting profiles evident in the eight ditch sec-
tions are not very helpful in establishing the original function of the
outer ditch; while the pattern of silting within the recut areas of this
ditch are strongly suggestive of a substantial internal mound or
bank. The consistently steeper gradient of the external face of the
outer ditch could, however, be attributed to preservation beneath
rapid inwash derived from an outer bank. This contrasts with the
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berm face of the same ditch that shows an angle of repose con-
sistent with the type of protracted weathering which might be pre-
dicted in the absence of protective silt, derived from an internal
mound.

Turning to the inner ring at Barford Farm, it is evident that the
ditch here was rapidly silted before effective degradation of the
wall faces could take place. There is no particular reason to believe
this central part of the monument to be contemporary with the
outer ditch and indeed the radiocarbon date of 3630 = 120 B.P.
HAR-9597 from the primary ditch fill and presence of the Beaker
style child inhumation in the central pit 9. of approximately con-
temporary date, 3580 = 80 B.P. strongly suggest that it ante-dates
it. Whether the inner ditch represents quarrying of material solely
for the construction of a mound or included re-demarcation of ear-
lier features cannot be determined.

At barrow 12 Radley, the primary mound containing a Beaker
inhumation with a bronze.awl had apparently been surrounded by

Figure 6. Bronze Age pottery from outer ring ditch, at '/ life size, (letter coding refers to ceramic fabric type).
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its own circling quarry ditch well before the monument was reused
for a cremation burial with a form 3 food vessel. The later embel-
lishments also included an outer concentric ditch (Claire Halpin
pers. com.). A secondary child inhumation with a biconical urn was
subsequently deposited in the middle silt of the outer ditch. Simi-
larly at Kingston Russell G3a, a small Beaker bowl barrow was
likewise adopted for conversion into a disc barrow, a process which
could perhaps have taken place at Barford Farm. At Radley bar-
row 14 and at Pontavert, however, both the central biconical urn
burials and the entire concentric ditch structures were all seemingly
contemporary.

At Touterfout 1B and at Bucy le Long C3-C4, the concentric
double enclosure was seemingly devoid of burials whilst biconical
urn cremations were interred within an annexed single-ditched bar-
row. At site 1B the enclosure and barrow were apparently contem-
porary whilst at Bucy le Long the enclosure had been annexed at a
time when the silting of the barrow ditch was already well
advanced.

The possibility that a biconical urn burial, as represented by
sherd 2.2, and a Deverel-Rimbury bucket urn burial were ploughed
out of the Barford Farm barrow in the fourth century A.D. has
already been cited. Such burials might perhaps have been accom-
modated in truncated pits 5, 6, or 7. At Pontavert and Bucy le Long
monument C3, the primary burials were both sited in shallow
scoops each with a piled protective covering of large stones as-
sembled over the upward-projecting and vulnerable portions of the
biconical urn.

Since the excavation by the Reverend A. B. Hutchins at Winter-
slow G3, Wiltshire, in the year 1814, the consistent association
between shallow stone-packed cremation burials and the specific
use of biconical urns gradually become self-evident. This mode was
clearly encountered by Henry Durden and William Shipp on 4
October 1854 when excavating the primary burial at Bloxworth G4
and it might be suspected in other Dorset biconical urns burials
where the records are sadly less specific. At Barford Farm the
sometime use of a form 3 biconical urn is attested by sherd 2.2 but
due to the prolonged and extensive plough damage to the site no
firm corroborative evidence for an association between this vessel,
a cremation burial and a specific phase of barrow conversion or
construction to conform to a disc, bell-disc or ditched bowl form
can now be established.

SUMMARY OF THE GROOVED WARE FROM BARFORD
FARM, PSP 53.9

In pit 4 near the centre of the concentric double ring ditch (site
53.9) 33 sherds of Grooved Ware were found in association with
clay marl daub. Here at least five different vessels were present.
The sherds from the pit were generally small and eroded and only
one conjectured reconstruction could be made, Fig. 5. This vessel,
from pit 4, was an open-form jar resembling Durrington P218 but
differing in the arrangement of its incised decoration and display-
ing also more openly splayed profile. The two bevelled rim sherds
from this pit resemble a Late Neolithic rim from the disturbed
Grooved Ware assemblage found scattered throughout the mound
of the Great Barrow at Bishops Waltham (Ashbee 1957, 153-4, fig.
10 no. 1). The rim form is seemingly uncommon and it is not to be
found at either Durrington or Mount Pleasant.

The 40 sherds found at site 52.6 were similarly eroded and
although the material appears to have represented a minimum of
13 vessels, the sherds could not be formed into any single vessel
reconstruction. In comparative terms this second site greatly broad-
ened the stylistic array of the Grooved Ware found, see Addison in
Dorset Archaeology 1989.

53-10-1

In general terms the collective assemblage of sherds from the
pipeline sites may be favourably compared with the collection of
Grooved Ware recovered 23 km downstream of the Stour at
Hengistbury Head. Here, too, the principal stylistic analogies are to
be found in the Durrington Walls sub-style whilst a small number
of sherds with stab and drag-filled zones attest the presence of the
Clacton sub-style (Gardiner 1987, 38-47).

THE POTTERY FROM THE ADJACENT SITE PSP 53.10

The eleven sherds [10.1-10.11] recovered from this context offer a
miscellany of fabrics. A broken and eroded sherd [10.2], seemingly
burnt, contains some 3% fine rounded quartz and incidental traces
of very fine particles of decalcified shell. This sherd represents a
basal portion of a miniature vessel with a base diameter of 60 mm,
Fig. 7. Some very faint weathered grooves on the external surface
suggest that this vessel was perhaps well decorated all over.
Although badly eroded the sherd also reveals traces of a vertical
basal perforation which is some 3 mm in diameter and is presum-
ably one of several. This sherd is in all probability residual and it is
reminiscent of certain accessory vessels or ‘incense cups’ such as
those recovered from Wilsford G36F, Wiltshire, Whitcombe G1,
Dorset and Danby Rigg, North Yorkshire (Annable and Simpson
1964, 114, cat. no. 445; Longworth 1984, 191-2, pl. 74c., (where
drawing omits basal perforations) and 242, p1. 101). The excavators
observe that this sherd has been recovered approximately 350 m
downslope from ring ditch PSP 53.9 At the ring ditch, grave pit 3
could have formerly provided an appropriate Wessex Grave con-
text for such an ‘incense cup’, before the contents of this feature
were totally ploughed out in antiquity.

Further eroded pieces which might also be considered residual
are grog tempered sherds 10.1 and 10.11. The former sherd displays
a soft oxidised fabric and weak pinched cordon which is compatible
with a biconical urn of the form 3 type (Tomalin 1984, 70-71).
Sherd 10.11 is a small crumb of a thin-walled grooved vessel tem-
pered with some 5% rounded chalk fragments with a particle size
mode set around 3 mm. It is tentatively attributable to Grooved
Ware but lacks the shell temper which otherwise characterises this
ware at Barford Farm.

For a terminus post quem for this layer the most helpful sherds
are 10.3 and 10.8. Both are composed of a hard, well fired, reduced
very dark grey to black clay, tempered respectively with some 5%
and 7% fine calcined flint fragments with a particle size mode of 2
mm. Remnants of a fingertip [?] cordon 20 mm below the rim of
sherd 10.3 seems by its position to signify the presence of a horse-
shoe handle rather than a shoulder cordon. Both sherds are thin
with a smooth surface finish which is otherwise characteristic of the
type 1 and 111 globular urn contingent of Deverel-Rimbury fine
ware. There seems little doubt that sherd 10.8 belongs to a globular
urn of one or other of these types whilst sherd 10.3 seemingly rep-
resents a bucket urn executed in similar fabric. The remaining body
sherds [10.4-7] all seem generally attributable to the Deverel-Rim-
bury ceramic tradition but a well weathered shapeless sliver of very
hard oxidised clay [10.12] could possibly represent a fragment of
Roman fineware.
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Figure 7. Bronze Age pottery from downslope colluvial deposit, at '/- life size.



Notes

All individual sherds except some which fit with others have been
individually numbered. These numbers have been suffixed to the
context or layer number at site 53.9 but at site 53.10 where no con-
texts are given (i.e. within the colluvium), they have been suffixed
direct to the site number.

THE FLINT
DAVID MAYNARD

The total assemblage of flints from this site was 979 pieces, all of
which had a white patinated surface. The material was presumed to
be of local origin.

Table 1., shows the various elements represented in the Barford
Farm flint industry.

Cores (not illustrated).

These were classified according to the number of striking platforms
as in Clark (1960) at Hurst Fen. Of the 40 cores from the site 70%
were from Class A, 10% were of Class B, 7.5% Class C and 12.5%
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Waste Flakes

All unbroken flakes were measured (a total of 485) to determine
their length and breadth. This was taken as the greatest measure-
ment along the bulber axis for length and the breadth as the great-
est dimension at right angles to the axis.

For the site as a whole, the most common length of all flakes was
30-40mm, (58% ), while 66% of flakes had a breadth in the range of
20-40mm. Table 4 shows the dimensions of waste flakes and their
percentages for cortical and non-cortical flakes from the ring ditches
and pit 4.

In both ditches and the pit the most common length was between
30-50mm, the non-cortical flakes were shorter, 86% were of 20-
50mm in the ditches and slightly shorter again in pit 4; 69% being
in the range 20-40mm. The most common breadth for all flakes of
both ditches and the pit was in the 20-40mm range, around 70%
(both cortical and non-cortical) being in this group. The table
above shows no particular difference between waste material in the
ditches and the pit, other than the fact that 60% of the ditch material
is cortical, while 32% of the pit material is cortical. Perhaps, this
implies a selection of prepared flint nodules for knapping around
the pit.

Class D. TABLE %
Ring Ditches Pit4
TABLE 2 Length Cortical ~ Non-Cortical Cortical ~ Non-Cortical
Flint Core Types (mm) No. % No. % No. % No. %
0-10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
! Az B By B3 ¢ b E 10-20 2 1 11 8 2 4 2 2
20-30 32 16 4 32 6 13 32 31
. i ! 2 . 3 30-40 59 29 36 27 11 23 39 38
40-50 67 33 37 27 15 31 20 20
50 - 60 26 13 3 3 7 14 9 9
The core weights are surprisingly small, although there is a wide .6/8 - ;8 i g g 8 ; 2 8 8
range in weight, the majority are under 75 grammes. Two core reju- 80 - 90 3 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
venation flakes were noted, the use of this technique would tend to 90 - 100 0 0 0 0 1 ) 0 0
reduce the size of cores found. Most of the lengths of flakes - 201 134 48 102
removed from the cores lies almost completely in the range
of 20-40mm which accords well with the predominant lengths of Bicadih
waster flakes measured from the site. The average number of rea
flakes taken from each core was 4.5. (mm)
0-10 4 2 1 1 0 0 0 0
TABLE 3 10 - 20 30 15 19 14 - 8 17 17
. . 20 - 30 64 32 59 44 12 25 52 sl
b 30-40 56 28 37 28 18 38 25 24
40 - 50 34 17 12 9 10 21 4 4
0-25 2550 75-100 100-125  125-150 150-175 200
7 50 - 60 7 4 4 3 2 4 4 4
60 — 70 6 3 2 1 2 4 0 0
4
g & # 2 1 1 201 134 48 102
TABLE 1
The Flint Industry
Outer Ditches Inner Ditches Pit Site Total
11 1 Total 14 18 Total 4
CORES 16 21 37 1 1 2 1 4
FLAKES
Primary Flakes 29 16 45 9 9 12 66
Secondary Flakes 68 42 110 26 2 28 36 174
Tertiary Flakes 61 36 97 29 8 37 77 211
Core rejuvenation flakes 2 2 2
Broken or unclassified flakes 132 130 262 37 4 41 162 465
Total Wasteflakes 290 224 514 101 14 115 287 918
IMPLEMENTS (FIGS. 8-10)
Scrapers 2 3 5 8 13
Serrated flakes 1 1 6 7
Utilized flakes 1 1
Total flint by feature 310 249 559 102 15 117 303 979
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In terms of the shape of flakes, the breadth:length ratios showed
3.5% of flakes to be 2:5 or less, while 31.6% of flakes were 5:5 or
more. The breadth length index (after Saville in Mercer 1981) is
shown in Table 5.

TABLE 5
Percent of Wasteflakes
Ditches Pit 4 Whole Site

=05 1.2 1.8 1.3 \
Broad

0.6 - 1.0 42.5 25.9 38.4 /

1.1 - 15 37.0 38.8 37.5 \
Medium

1.6 - 2.0 12.6 194 14.3

20 -125 4.9 7.4 55 \
Narrow

2.6 - 3.0 1.3 e ) 2.5

Flint Implements (all illustrated in Figs. 8-10).

Scrapers
Thirteen scrapers were found on the site, eight from pit 4, the other
five were retrieved from the outer ring ditch.

Seven of the scrapers from the pit were of end scraper type, Fig.
8, 1-7; the remaining side scraper may alternatively have been a
small worn saw, (J. Humble pers. comm.), Fig. 8, 8. The seven end
scrapers had round scraping surfaces and a steep angle of retouch;
two examples both of which had been burnt showed a shallower
angle of retouch; Fig. 8, 3 and 5. Since one of these pieces appears
to have been worked after the flint was burnt, (J. Humble pers.
comm.), the burning of the material may have been significant in
the manufacture and function of the scraper.

Similarly, end scraps were in the majority from the outer ditch,
just one side scraper was found, Fig. 10, 5, which may originally
have been a serrated blade. Two of these end scrapers were made
from fairly robust, thick flakes on which a high proportion of cor-
tex had been retained which were characterized by a crude style of
retouch and displayed signs of heavy use, Fig. 10, 1 and 6.

Serrated Flakes (as defined by Smith 1965 91)

At Barford farm these consisted of seven secondary flakes on
which only fairly small areas of cortex remained with a line of ser-
rations or minute denticulations along one edge of the flake. The
serrations consist of a number of small chips taken out of the edge
which ranged in number per 10mm between 7 and 11 with an aver-
age of 8.5, that is spacing is less dense than the average of 13.5 per
10mm, noted by Smith. The three unbroken flakes on which serra-
tions were made were, 69, 65 and 55mm long. All these flakes came
from pit 4, Fig. 9, 1-6, except for one small example, Fig. 10, 4,
excavated from the outer ditch.

Utilized flakes
One flake was found showing signs of apparent utilization, Fig. 8, 9.

Burnt Flint

Two of the flint scrapers, two of the serrated flakes and several

waste flakes were affected by burning to some extent.

Pit 4, however, contained a large amount of burnt flint that was
both lumpy and unworked, 6.170 kg in total. This burnt flint could
be divided into three groups.

1 Fire-affected flint with a crazed surface, but heat cracks that did
not penetrate deep inside the body of the nodule. Most of the
cortex was retained. This group made up 20% of the burnt material
by material with an average weight of 42 grammes per piece.

2 Extensively burnt flint with a deeply crazed surface, but with
large proportion of cortex remaining. This consists of 39% of the
material with an average weight per piece of 35 grammes.

3 A group of very intensively burnt flint with deeply penetrating
cracks and no cortex surviving. The effect of heat had caused
some of the flint to fragment as is shown by the average weight
per piece of 22 grammes. This group made up 41% of the material.

Discussion
For a purely funerary monument, the number of flint implements is

rather high, particularly as only a small proportion of the outer ring
ditch was excavated. The percentages of the cores, waste flakes and
retouched artefacts for all three of the major contexts of the site
are presented in Table 6.

Pit 4

Breakdown of information in Tables 1 and 6, indicates that 62% of
the flint implements excavated from the site, were from pit 4, a dis-
creet feature which has been found to pre-date the construction of
the barrow. In the pit, flint implements, primarily scrapers and ser-
rated flakes comprised 5% of the flint material, which taken with
low number of cores present, this pattern correlates with other sites
of prehistoric date that are considered to have a domestic function,
(Wainwright 1972, 66).

Deposits contemporary and similar to pit 4 are often character-
ized by the predominance of flint scrapers within the implement
assemblage (Wainwright 1971, 52), a pattern that is evident at Bar-
ford Farm. Serrated flakes make up 40% of the total implement
assemblage from pit 4, a higher proportion (53%) of these tools
was found in the primary levels of Windmill Hill, while at Hurst
Fen and Bishopstone in Sussex, (Healy 1980, 244), are more com-
parable with Barford Farm, pit 4, with serrated flakes representing
45% and 43% of the flint implements on those sites respectively.

TABLE 6
Percentage (%)
Feature  of Wasteflakes % Cores * % Tools
Pit 4 94.7 0.3 5 N =303
Inner Ditch 98.3 17 0 N =117
Outer Ditch  91.9 i 1.1 N =559
Total Site 93.6 43 2.1 N =979

*Including 2 core rejuvenation flakes.

The Ditches

The proportionately higher number of cores from the outer ring
ditch, compared to the inner ditch, could imply that flint knapping
was an important activity in a period post-dating the excavation
and use of pit 4. No knapping clusters or even dense pockets of
debris were located in the ditches as was the case from the ditches
round the triple barrow at Micheldever Wood (Fasham 1978, Fig.
10), although the processes of deposition, and of destruction of the
Barford Farm monument would reduce the possibility of finding
such concentrations. Similarly, given the absence of any upstanding
part of the site it can not be said any of the flint at Barford Farm
would have been incorporated into a cairn covering or incorporat-
ing any of the burials on the site.

HUMAN BONE
GILLIAN STROUD

The human bones recovered consisted of a single inhumation,
apparently in a crouched position; interred in the lowest part of pit
9, Fig. 4.B and Plate 6. The bone was in a fair state of preservation,
although there had been some postmortem erosion of the surface
and few bones were complete.

The burial was that of a young child, aged approximately 2 years.
Most of the skeleton was represented. The skull was relatively
complete but fragmented. The maxilla was damaged in the area of
the right incisors and both canines were missing postmortem; how-
ever the lift incisors and the right and left molars were present. The
mandible was relatively complete, with all 10 deciduous teeth pre-
sent and apparently fully erupted. Arm bones were in a better con-
dition than leg bones. The pelvic bones were recovered. Age
estimation was based on the state of fusion of the bones (Warwick
and Williams 1980), on long bone diaphyseal measurements
(Workshop of European Anthropologists 1980) and on tooth erup-
tion (Ubelaker 1980). These together gave an age range of between
18 months and 3 years.

No pathological changes were noted. The only observations that
were made were slight crowding of the anterior teeth in the
mandible, and the presence of a small defect in the enamel of a
mandibular canine. Skinner (1986) studied these defects in several
skeletal groups from different periods and found them to be quite
common, although the etiology appears to be unknown at present.

The upper fill of pit 9 produced some 50 or so fragments of
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Figure 8. Flint from pit 4, at /s life size, 1-7 end scrapers, 8 side scraper, 9 utilized flake.
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cremated bone. None of these could be positively identified. Simi-
larly a few fragments of cremated bone were recovered from pit 7.

NOTE ON THE CONDITION OF THE BONE
LYNNE S. BELL

One of the long bones from the above skeleton was analysed by
Lynne Bell, as a part of Doctorate research into the condition and
preservation of bone in the different soil types of the British Isles.
This work showed that the bone which had been preserved in the
chalky silts of pit 9, had undergone extensive microscopic changes
since its original deposition. The ‘bone’ had, in fact, completely
remineralized and was punctured with holes from fungal and bac-
terial action, greatly reducing the amounts of collagen present. This
change of state could be of considerable importance when bone is
to be submitted for any technique which requires good bone
preservation, mostly obviously for radio-carbon determination.
The changes that occurred in the bone may have been related to
the properties of growing bone as opposed to adult bone. Further
comparative work may prove informative in this respect.
Fuller detail of this analysis will be placed in the site archive.

ANIMAL BONES
MARK MALTBY
Animal bones were recovered from the ring ditches and from one
of the internal pits, (pit 4). Bones from the ring ditches were few in
number and poorly preserved. The inner ring ditch produced only
four unidentifiable fragments. The bones in the outer ring ditch
consisted of fragments of cattle tibia, mandible and metacarpal and
six unidentifiable fragments.

The remaining animal bones from the excavations were found in
pit 4. This feature produced 357 fragments, most of which were
recovered from context 24 (Table 7). Although many of the frag-
ments had slightly eroded surfaces, all the bones had survived in a
much better condition than those from the ditches. A relatively
large proportion of the bones were charred and 27 fragments in
context 24 bore evidence of carnivore gnawing (Table 7). All but
one of the gnawed fragments were pig bones.

TABLE 7
Species represented in Pit 4

Context
Species 24 39 41 Sieved Total
Cattle 35 6 3 44
Pig 92 20 1 113
Red Deer 12 4 16
Roe Deer. 1 1
Unid. Large Mammal 84 11 3 98
Medium-sized Mammal 41 15 2 1 59
Unid. Rodent 3 3
Unid. Mammal 17 5 1 23
TOTAL 282 61 9 S 357
Eroded Fragments 199 58 2 259
Charred Fragments 65 12 1 78
Gnawed Fragments 27 27
Butchered Fragments 9 1 10

Figure 10. Flint from outer ditch, at */x life size, 1-3 end scrapers, 4 serrated flake, 5 side scraper, 6 end scraper.
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8 scallop shell.

)

4, at *[: life size, 1-6 serrated flakes, 7 butchered pig bone

Figure 9. Material from pit



48  Bronze Age Barrow at Barford Farm Pamphill

The species identified were domestic pig and cattle, red and roe
deer. The small amount of material recovered from the sieved sam-
ples included three rodent bones. These were the size of short-
tailed field voles or mice. No bones of sheep or goat were
identified. Therefore it is assumed that most, if not all, the uniden-
tified medium-sized mammal fragments belonged to pig. Similarly,
most of the unidentified large mammal fragments probably
belonged to cattle (Table 7).

Forty-four fragments of cattle were recorded (Table 8). Most of
these bones may have belonged to one animal. These included a
pair of metatarsals. Their proximal ends were found in context 24
but their distal portions lay in context 41. The breaks were not
modern. The shaft of the left metatarsal was distorted resulting in
the slight foreshortening of the bone. The right specimen had a
maximum length of 224.3 mm. This measurement can be converted
into an estimated withers height of 122.2 ¢cm, using the conversion
factors of Fock (1966). These metatarsals were associated with all
the larger tarsal bones (astragalus, calcaneus, centroquartal). Knife
cuts were observed on the medial aspect of the right metatarsal
close to the proximal articular surface. The right centroquartal had
knife cuts on its lateral aspect and both astragali bore cuts on their
anterior surface. The left calcaneus had a knife cut on its medial
surface. All these cuts could have been made during the detach-
ment of the feet from the upper hindlimbs at the anklejoint. The
right astragalus had been charred slightly at its proximal end.

TABLE 8
Elements Represented of Identified Species in Pit 4

Cattle Pig Red Deer Roe Deer

Skull frags. 6

Antler frags. 14 1
Mandible
Loose teeth
Scapula
Humerus
Radius

Ulna

Os Coxae
Femur

Tibia

Carpals
Calcaneus
Astragalus
Centroquartal
Other tarsals
Metacarpal
Metatarsal
Lat. Metapodial
1st Phalanx
2nd Phalanx
3rd Phalanx
Ribs

Thoracic verts.
Lumbar verts.
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TOTAL 44 113 16 1

A left metacarpal was also recovered from context 24. It was
associated with five of the carpals and the vestigial fifth metacarpal
bone. Its maximum length of 199.00 mm translates into a withers
height estimate of 121.9 cm when Fock’s (1966) conversion factors
are employed. It seems likely therefore that these bones are from
the same animal as the hindfeet described above. Eight phalanges
were also recovered and these almost certainly all belonged to the
toes of the same animal. The presence of these associated bones
and the lack of gnawing marks on them indicates that the feet were
probably dumped directly into the pit after initial processing of the
carcase. The feet were removed from the major meat-bearing parts
of the body. The metatarsals may, however, have been broken open
for their marrow before disposal.

Several of the other cattle bones may also have belonged to the
same skeleton, notably the left radius and ulna. Both these bones
lacked their distal ends. However, at least three cattle were repre-
sented in the pit. Two left pelves (os coxae) were recovered. The
more substantial specimen bore a knife cut on the shaft of the
pubis. The shape of the acetabulum (Grigson 1982) suggested that
it also belonged to a cow. A second fragment of a left radius bore a

knife cut on the shaft near the proximal end on its anterior surface.
A third animal was represented by a shaft fragment of a femur. Its
porous condition indicated that it belonged to a calf. Epiphysial
fusion evidence showed that the other cattle were older than this.

The measurements taken on the cattle bones are given in Table
9. The relatively slender proportions of the metapodials indicates
that they probably belonged to a female. The astragalus and calca-
neus belonged to the same animal. The overall size of these and the
other cattle bones falls within the ranges of later neolithic and early
Bronze Age material from other sites in southern England.

TABLE 9
Cattle Measurements from Pit 4

Measurements (mm)

Element GL Bp Dp SD Bd Bdf GLI GLm

Metacarpal 199.0 564 340 320 554 519

Metatarsal 2243 463 43.5 52.8 489

Calcaneus 130.5

Astragalus 64.7 57.5
Radius 80.4 40.7

Femur 1189 448

All measurements follow von den Driesch (1976)

GL = greatest length

Bp = greatest breadth proximal
Dp = greatest depth proximal
SD = minimum shaft diameter

Bd = greatest breadth distal

BDF = breadth at distal fusion point
GLI = greatest length lateral side
GLm = greatest length medial side

Pig was the most commonly identified species. All parts of the
body were represented, although there were biases towards the
larger limb bones and parts of the skeleton less susceptible to canid
scavenging. At least six pigs were represented by ulna fragments,
five by the radius and four each by the os coxae, femur and
metatarsals. It is possible that many of the pig bones belonged to
the same animals but it was impossible to reconstruct any associa-
ted groups amongst the largely fragmentary material. The 20 pig
fragments from context 39 consisted mainly of bones from the limb
extremities. Trotters may, therefore, have been dumped separately
without processing.

Most of this material, however, can be regarded as food remains,
although only two positive butchery indentifications were made,
one example is illustrated in Fig. 9, 7. A scapula bore fine cuts on
its medial aspect just above the articulation with the humerus.
Oblique knife cuts were also located on the medial aspect of the
distal end of a humerus. Both sets of marks were probably made
during disjointing of the carcase. The absence of butchery marks
on other bones may simply reflect the skill of the butcher. The
amount of carnivore gnawing on pig bones suggests that a lot of the
material was only deposited in the pit after it had been lying on the
surface and accessible to dogs. It is likely that many other bones
were destroyed completely.

Ageing information was limited but tooth eruption data indicated
that pigs of at least two different ages were represented. A right
maxilla and left mandible both possessed deciduous cheek teeth
and first molars at a relatively early stage of wear. These may have
belonged to one or two animals aged between 6-12 months (see
Bull and Payne 1982 for discussion of pig tooth eruption rates).
Another left mandible and a right maxilla belonged to an older pig
or pigs. Both the first and second molars were in wear and the third
molar had erupted but was not in wear. This stage is usually not
reached until at least 18 months of age.

Gnawing damage and other destructive processes had eliminated
most of the epiphysial fusion data. No bones of mature animals
were found, however, and this is consistent with the keeping of
domestic pigs, which are mainly killed immature for their meat.
The species can tolerate a relatively high rate of slaughter of young
animals because of its high rates of reproduction. A very porous
radius may have belonged to a foetal pig skeleton.

Metrical analysis was also restricted because of the fragmentary
nature of the pig bones. The butchered humerus possessed a great-
est distal breadth of 42.9 mm and a radius a greatest proximal
breadth of 32.5 mm. Both these measurements are subject to sub-
stantial post-fusion growth. Therefore they are not very reliable



indicators of overall size since their proportions increase with age.
The third molar in the mandible described above was 34.5 mm in
length. This fits comfortably within the size range of domestic pig
as opposed to the larger wild boar.

Red deer (Cervus elaphus) were represented mainly by antlers.
Several substantial portions of stems were recovered but these are
now largely in a fragmentary condition. The most complete speci-
men consisted of the central part of the stem and trez tine. Knife
cuts were found on the stem just below the junction with the tine.
Another specimen consisted of the coronet, pedicel, the lower part
of the stem and bez tine. The lowest (brow) tine had been broken
off and the bez tine was slightly charred. Four other antler frag-
ments bore evidence of charring. Antlers were probably used in the
digging out of the pit. Disused picks and other unwanted sections
may have been dumped subsequently.

Two red deer metapodial fragments were also identified. The
larger consisted of the proximal half of a slightly charred
metacarpal. It possessed a greatest proximal breadth of 46.2 mm.
Roe deer (Capreolus capreolus) was represented by a shed antler.

The faunal assemblage from pit 4 represents the dumping of the
feet of a cow and the disposal of bones from at least two other cat-
tle, six pigs and a red deer together with several sections of antler.
Apart from the bones of the cattle feet, most of the material may
have been lying around accessible to dogs prior to burial. Much of
the material had also been in the proximity of fire at some stage.
However, it seems likely that the bones in the pit were dumped
over a short period of time.

The significance of the material depends on the interpretation of
its context. It is possible that the assemblage included butchery and
food waste from feasting activities associated with the construction
or use of the monument. The deposition of pig bones, in particular
on sites thought to have included a ceremonial function has been
noted at Durrington Walls and other sites with Grooved Ware pot-
tery (Richards and Thomas 1984). Another parallel can be cited
from Dorchester, where many of the post-pits of the large late
Neolithic monument discovered during the excavations of the
Greyhound Yard site (Woodward et al, 1984) contained pig limb
bones; several also produced red deer antlers and a few had cattle
bones in them. No sheep/goat bones were found in clear associa-
tion with the use of the monument (Maltby in prep.). There
remains a need to study carefully faunal remains from other later
Neolithic and early Bronze Age sites of both a domestic and cere-
monial nature in Wessex to investigate these patterns of disposal
more widely.

THE MOLLUSC EVIDENCE
M.J. ALLEN

Introduction

The double ditched barrow unfortunately was completely
ploughed-out and no old land surfaces or buried soils survived and
thus evidence for the landscape history was obtained from Mollus-
ca extracted from the ditch fills. Such deposits, however, although
not ideal for palaecoenvironmental reconstruction, do provide a
temporal component lacking from buried soils. Fifteen samples
from the two chalk cut ditches were taken by the excavator, of
which twelve were analysed for Mollusca. The aim of analysis
was to establish the nature of the immediate environs of the
barrow through both phases of construction and its post-
constructional history.

Methodology

The methods of mollusc analysis employed were those outlined by
Evans (1972, 40-45). Air-dried pre-weighed samples were soaked
and disaggregated in water and hydrogen peroxide (H,0,), the flot
decanted soil washed through a nest of sieves of 5.6mm, 2mm, Imm
and 0.5mm mesh aperture. Mollusca were extracted, identified and
quantified using a x10 to x30 stereo-binocular microscope. The
residue weights were recorded to quantify the fluctuation in coarse
and fine fractions. This information provides a crude index of the
rate of sedimentation which enables some evaluation of the suit-
ability of the micro-habit for mollusc life.

The tripartite classification of ditch fills (primary, secondary and
tertiary) is that described by Evans (1972, 321-328) and Limbrey
(1975, 290-300). The terrestrial mollusc nomenclature follows
Waldén (1976) and the results of analysis are presented in Table 10
and graphically as histograms of relative abundance, Fig. 11, in
which each species is plotted as a percentage of the total individ-
uals per sample. The burrowing, and thus palaeoecologically
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insignificant, species Cecilioides acicula is recorded as a percentage
over and above the rest of the assemblage. Percentages less than
1.5% are recorded with a cross.

Mollusca and Discussion

Mollusc preservation was extremely good and high mollusc num-
bers were recovered from all samples except the basal most
deposits. Five samples were taken contiguously through the inner,
earlier ditch (14), however the basal 10 cm was unfortunately, not
sampled, Fig. 2.C A series of seven samples were taken from the
outer ditch of which only one sample originated from the initial,
un-recut fills of ditch 11; the remaining samples were taken in a
contiguous column at 10 cm intervals through the fill of a later
recut (ditch 27), see Fig. 2.C.

Inner Ditch

The inner ditch was small, only 70 cm deep and no obvious fallen
turves derived from an old land surface (and thus potentially pro-
viding direct evidence of the pre-barrow environs) were observed.
The primary fill consisted of a calcareous silty loam matrix with few
chalk pieces and although only 24 specimens were recovered from
this context it is evident that they represent a predominantly open
environment and no shade-loving species were recorded. Trichia
hispida, Vallonia excentrica and Helicella itala were the most
numerous species. The assemblage is typical of open dry downland
and it is evident from the total lack of any relict shade-loving
species that the clearance of primary woodland must have occurred
somewhile prior to the construction of the ditch.

The secondary fill (16) shows no significant difference in assem-
blage composition. Its finer matrix enabled the survival of signifi-
cantly more shells (40-276) and continues to indicate very dry
xerophilic conditions.

The tertiary fill displayed subtle differences in the mollusc
assemblage. Mollusc numbers are high (591) which suggest a long
term stable dry grassland environment conducive to mollusc life.
However, it is noticeable both in the upper portions of the sec-
ondary deposits and the tertiary fill that there is a small increase in
shade-loving species from which one can tentatively suggest slightly
longer, possibly not intensively grazed, grassland. This evidence is
not suggestive of significant abandonment and vegetation regener-
ation seen in some other barrows.

The fact that this ditch was cut into a pre-existing and long
established open downland indicates that its construction was far
from the first anthropogenic activity in the immediate environs.
Further, the total lack of relict shade-loving of species and the
paucity of species commonly associated with clearance such as
Pomatias elegans indicate that clearance was both ancient and
widespread.

Outer ditch

The outer ditch (11) is broad and flat bottomed and displays evi-
dence of being extensively recut. Only one mollusc sample (no. 8)
from context 13 was taken from the original ditch fills. There is
some difficulty in determining the exact temporal relationship
between the sample of the early outer ditch fill and those from the
later, upper fills of the inner ditch. It does seem likely however, that
the inner ditch was completely silted up (to the chalk surface at
least) before the outer ditch was cut.

The mollusc assemblage from the single sample of the original
outer ditch deposits is essentially a xerophilic one typical of open
dry grassland and, as seen in the inner ditch sequence, is dominated
by Trichia hispida, Pupilla muscorum and the Vallonias. The occur-
rence of the common shade-loving species Carychium tridentatum
and Discus rotundatus may indicate slightly longer grasses or the
shade afforded by the ditch microhabitat. Once again no turf lines
were observed.

Outer ditch, the recut

Unfortunately there is a major hiatus in the mollusc evidence, and
thus the environmental history of this site. A later episode of ditch
re-cutting removed most of the original ditch fills and thus did not
enable the analysis of a sequence of the original ditch deposits. A
column of six samples through the recut ditch (27) deposits were
analysed. Preservation of the shells was very good and mollusc
numbers were consistently high. The mollusc assemblages showed
a surprising lack of variation. Once again the assemblages were
overwhelmingly dominated by Trichia hispida, Pupilla muscorum
and the Vallonias. This evidence indicates continuous open condi-
tions, probably heavily grazed grassland with intermittent arable
activity. The upper fill of the outer ditch (context 12) did produce
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10 shells of Cernuella virgata which indicates the onset of Kerney’s
(1977) mollusc biozone ‘f’, i.e. medieval period. No further mollusc
samples were analysed as it is evident that the open conditions dis-
cussed above existed from the Bronze Age at least, through into
the medieval period.

Summary

No evidence of primary woodland was encountered and the earli-
est assemblage analysed indicated well established long term open
downland conditions. Thus the inner ring ditch here was construct-
ed in a previously existing long established grass downland land-
scape which indicates extensive, if not intensive, anthropogenic
activity in the environs prior to its construction. Further, the estab-
lishment of open grassland and the existence of a completely open
mollusc fauna indicates a considerable element of time since initial
clearance. The barrow was therefore constructed in a long existing
and managed downland.

Throughout various episodes of construction and modification of
the barrow it is evident that the downland was continually man-
aged and operated as either pasture or arable land well into
historic periods.

The evidence from Barford Farm is corroborated by Evans’s
molluscan analysis from earthworks near Badbury Rings (1987).
Here open grassland and arable contexts existed from at least the
Early Bronze Age. Although Evans produced evidence of wood-
land regeneration in the Middle Bronze Age, this is probably local
colonisation, but does indicate the presence of woodland habitats
within the managed downland environment. Such habitats were
however not detected at Barford Farm though the low but consis-
tent presence of woodland species may be, in part, attributed to
this refugia.

DISCUSSION
The full potential of prehistoric archaeology in this area is,
gradually, being recognized. A National Trust survey of the

archaeology on the Kingston Lacy estate (Papworth, in
prep.) looking at all the known data, including previously
untraced aerial photographs, should prove invaluable when
trying to reconstruct the local and regional context of new
sites. The Barford Farm ring ditches and other sites
revealed as the result of pipelaying across the estate (Addi-
son, this volume and Maynard, forthcoming) will benefit
from the insights of this research. In 1988-89 a tree planting
scheme and the insertion of telephone cables along the
Kingston Lacy beech avenue were also monitored for
archaeological sites and revealed several features which
appeared to relate to the aerial photographs accessed
through this archival search (Papworth pers. comm.). The
information gathered through these rescue excavations will,
together with the results of the Estate Survey lead to an
improved understanding of the archaeology in this locality.

The excavations and reports on the excavated data leads
to a discussion of the site at Barford with reference to two
main themes, the nature and significance of activities on the
site which pre-date the cutting of the barrow ditches and
the subsequent development and history of the barrow. The
longevity of human activities in this part of Wessex will also
be touched on.

ACTIVITY PRE-DATING THE RING DITCHES

The nature and significance of Pit 4 can be, to some extent,
realized but only when it is seen within the fullest possible
archaeological and environmental context.

Neolithic land use and occupation in this area is now rea-
sonably well attested. Recent fieldwork has located an area
of Early Neolithic activity just 1.5 km to the north-east of
Barford near Lodge Farm, Kingston Lacy. This site was

TABLE 10
PSP 53.9 Mollusc Data
INNER DITCH OUTER DITCH RECUT
= P PRIMARY o= = —
SAMPLE NO. 1 2 3 4 5 8 6 7 9 10 11 12
MOLLUSCA CONTEXT 15 16 16 16 17 13 26 25126 25 12125 25 12
DEPTH 40- 30- 20- 10- 0- 70- 80- 70-  60-  50-  40- 30-
50 40 30 20 10 80 90 80 70 60 50 40
WT. (g) 930 952 830 936 914 956 792 962 956 888 916 1000
Terrestrial Mollusca
Pomatias elegans (Miiller) + 1 4 8 4 1 3 3 8 10 7 6
Carychium tridentatum (Risso) - - - - - - - 1 1 1 - -
Cochlicopa lubrica (Miiller) 1 1 3 4 13 - 7 10 8 6 12 15
Cochlicopa spp. - 4 6 3 17 1 8 13 6 13 13 13
Vertigo pygmaea (Draparnaud) - - 4 19 39 - 12 21 16 13 10 5
Pupilla muscorum (Linnaeus) 1 5 8 23 24 3 29 37 51 59 119 176
Acanthinula aculeata (Miiller) - - 2 - - - - - - - - -
Vallonia costata (Miiller) 5 -+ 33 55 166 6 18 36 75 35 10 33
Vallonia excentrica Sterki 4 5 13 34 89 12 68 85 67 102 125 179
Punctum pygmaeum (Draparnaud) - - 1 3 31 - 4 4 S 1 2 -
Discus rotundatus (Miiller) - - 1 il - 1 - - - - - -
Vitrina pellucida (Miiller) - - 2 - -8 - - - - - - -
Nesovitrea hammonis (Strom) - - 1 3 6 - 1 1 1 - - 1
Aegopinella nitidula (Draparnaud) - - — - - - - - - - - -
Oxychilus cellarius (Miiller) - - 1 - - - - - - 2 - -
Limacidae - = - = - - - - - 1 1 1
Cecilioides acicula (Miiller) 2 10 30 26 59 - - 6 1 12 30 25
Clausilia bidentata (Strom) - - - - B - 1 2 1 2 1 2
Cernuella virgata (da Costa) - - - - - - - - - - 4 10
Helicella itala (Linnaeus) 5 9 15 29 37 1 11 25 28 47 33 25
Helicigona lapicida (Linnaeus) - - - - - + - - - - - -
Trichia hispida (Linnaeus) 8 11 61 94 157 4 67 123 127 90 109 149
Cepaea spp. + - 4 - - + 2 1 1 3 1 =
TOTAL 24 40 159 276 591 29 231 363 395 385 448 615
TAXA 6 7 15 11 13 8 12 15 13 15 13 12
mollusca/kg 26 42 192 295 647 30 292 377 413 434 489 615
% Shade-loving species 0.0 0.0 5.0 25 7.6 34 2.6 2.5 20 16 0.7 0.5
% Catholic species 375 425 491 395 323 20.7 377 413 380 319 321 300
% Open country species 625 575 459 58.0  60.1 75.9 69.7 562 60.0 665 672 695
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Figure 11. Mollusc data from Barford Farm.
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indicated by five pits containing domestic refuse (Addison,
this volume); further traces of this likely occupation site
may have been destroyed by later land use. The top of the
hill now enclosed by Badbury Rings Iron Age fort may

. have been used as a causewayed camp in Neolithic times, as
was the case at Maiden Castle and Hambledon Hill. Exca-
vations have not taken place but a low bank with the sug-
gestion of an external ditch encircling the very top of the
hill, provides unvalidated evidence. The Early Neolithic
monument tradition in adjacent parts of Dorset could indi-
cate use of such a site until at least the middle of the third
millenia B.C. It is reasonable, therefore, to assume that the
Later Neolithic communities were the descendents of, and
knew about those who had built the long barrows and
causewayed enclosures.

Later Neolithic deposits containing Grooved Ware pot-
tery complimentary to, but of a broader stylistic array than
the pottery in pit 4 have been excavated from a group of
pits to the south of Chilbridge Farm, 2 km north-east of
barford, (Addison, in Dorset Archaeology 1989, this vol-
ume). This site was exposed in a pipetrench section but
beneath .75m of hillwashed soil, and was of unknown
extent. The discovery of a possible henge close to Crab
Farm in Shapwick, which awaits a radio-carbon determina-
tion, and an externally banked enclosure in High Wood,
Pamphill, (Papworth 1988, 141-142), could be important in
explaining the patterning of other sites in the area.

Neolithic groups were active in the areas close by and
probably adjacent to the site at Barford. The environmental
history of the area, reconstructed from the molluscan
assemblage at the ring ditches, supports the early charac-
ter of the land use. The long established grassland
environment, indicated by the samples from the earliest
ring ditch, would suggest that the late Neolithic activity at
Barford Farm took place after the clearance of primary
woodland.

The area around Barford could have been one of dis-
persed Neolithic occupation, but unfortunately it was not
possible to carry out a geophysical survey which might have
provided further evidence. It should be restated that any
pre-existing settlement would have been disturbed although
not necessarily destroyed with the construction of the bar-
row. It is clear, however, that the activities which finally lev-
elled the site down to the chalk would have removed any
pre-barrow soil existing under the monument.

The visibility from and to the site is very good in all
directions but the north. These ring ditches near Barford
Farm lie on the southern fringe of an area bound on three
sides by the River Stour and its tributaries, the Allen and
the Tarrant. It is not unreasonable to think of this area as a
discreet geographical territory. The site is less than .Skm

Figure 12
Summary of the Environmental History
PERIOD ARCHAEOLOGICAL ENVIRONMENT
ACTIVITY
Neolithic Woodland
Clearance
Managed
Grassland
Pit4
Early Bronze Inner ring ditch Pasture and
Age arable
Middle Bronze  Outer ring ditch Managed downland
Age (pasture and arable)

Iron Age

Romano-British
Destruction of
earthwork?

Medieval

from the Stour. This prominent location could have been
the site of, close to, or significant in relation to another
untraced landmark. This spot may have been an area of
some significance long before the ring ditches were dug.
This suggestion is speculative, especially given that the false
crest on which the site is located (Fig. 2.), is the ‘classic’
topographical location for a Bronze Age barrow.

The association between Later Neolithic deposits con-
taining Grooved Ware and early Bronze Age burial sites
has been acknowledged. These ceramics are found deposited
in pits, post-holes or in general soils which would heave
underlain an earthwork. It is rare however, in Wessex at
least, for round barrows or unbroken ring ditches to be con-
sidered to be the same early date (Kinnes 1979). The
debate on the coincidence between the two periods has
focussed on the nature of Grooved Ware deposits and the
other materials with which these ceramics have been found.
Effectively two views prevail. One that Grooved Ware was
an integral part of domestic life; suggesting that its occur-
rence at many henges is evidence for the domestic com-
ponents of such sites (Wainwright and Longworth 1971).
The second view is that decorated pottery styles, like
Grooved Ware, might be seen in certain contexts and
with specific associations, such as large quantities of pig
bone and fresh flint artefacts, as possessing a special
importance or character, (Bradley 1984, Richards and
Thomas 1984).

The characteristics of the flint and animal bone assem-
blages might indicate that pit 4 was of a special nature, but
the inferences that can be made from small and or isolated
collections of material are restricted. The presence in pit 4
of just over 2 kg of daub, just under half of which (42%)
was deposited in an aceramic layer, seems to be particularly
unusual. There is no obvious parallel in deposits of a similar
age and character. Isolated or semi-isolated pits containing
Grooved Ware are, however, not unknown or thought to be
of any particular significance (Ros Cleal, pers. comm).
Comparisons can be made with similar deposits such as two
pits found at Poundbury near Dorchester (Green 1987, 22),
or with restricted pit groups such as those cited near
Chilbridge Farm or on Wyke Down, Cranborne Chase
(Barrett, Bradley and Green), forthcoming).

The absence of contemporary features on site and the
fairly undistinguished nature of the Grooved Ware found,
limits the interpretation of pit 4. Consequently the signifi-
cance of this earliest activity in the Barford area remains
somewhat obscure. It is possible that two of the unphased
and eroded scoops similarly sited within the central zone of
the inner ring ditch could be related to the Neolithic activity
on the site rather than being elements of the Bronze Age
funerary rites. The possibility that these features are
not Bronze Age in date will be discussed further in the next
section.

THE HISTORY OF THE BRONZE AGE BARROW
The carbon dates suggest that the first ring ditch and the
burial of the infant’s skeleton in pit 9 were broadly contem-
porary. The nature of this burial including the presence of
some form of barrow mound will be considered.

The inner ring ditch was probably dug to quarry out
chalk from which a mound could be built: the ditch would
at the same time delimit the burial area. Estimates of chalk
decay through its natural dissolution and by agricultural
practices on the downlands vary (Groube and Bowden
1982). A conservative guideline might be .10 m chalk loss
since the Bronze Age. The inner ditch would still have been
comparatively shallow and have produced insufficient chalk
rubble to create anything but a low mound.

The amount of clean and blocky chalk found in the lower
part of the ditch would exceed the quantity that might be
expected from natural weathering of the cut edges (Jewell
and Dimbleby 1966). From this evidence it might be



concluded that the material filling the ditch was either the
result of deliberate backfilling or emanated from an un-
stable dump of chalk rubble. Although the excavated chalk
could have been piled up either internally as part of a
mound or externally as a bank, neither can be demon-
strated conclusively.

The environmental report has revealed that the inner
ditch was dug into an established grassland landscape. This
means that no large scale clearance of scrub would have
been necessary, although the area might have been deturfed
to facilitate the ditch cutting. There is no direct evidence for
this process. If cut turves were stacked within the inner ring
ditch, any chalk piled on top of the turves may have been
unstable and prone to collapse within the inner ditch. This
theory would provide an explanation for the predominantly
clean and chalky fill of the inner ditch. Equally, if pits 8 and
9 were cut after chalk rubble had been piled up in the cen-
tre of the ring, rubble could easily have spread outwards
and accumulated in the encircling ditch.

The Early Bronze Age funerary activity at Barford would
appear to have been simple and quite limited in scale. The
burial of a young infant was unadorned, its body interred in
a gently crouched posture.

No carbon dates were acquired to date the outer ring
ditch and the chronology of the later phases of the monu-
ment is imprecise. Ceramics from a primary deposit within
the outer ditch cannot be securely attested to any time
before the thirteenth century b.c. This means that four or
five centuries could have elapsed between the primary and
secondary use of the monument. The environmental report
makes it clear that open dry grassland was maintained in
the immediate area throughout the period during which the
inner ditch filled up. The same environmental conditions
prevailed at the time when primary silts were first accumu-
lating in the outer ditch. Unfortunately the plough-levelled
state of the former monument has meant that any environ-
mental hiatus between the two events might not be repre-
sented in the mollusc data.

The excavation of the outer ring ditch would have served
to considerably enlarge and emphasize the monument, per-
haps to allow for the insertion of additional burials within
the mound. The graded interior edge of the outer ditch sug-
gests that a wide berm may have existed between this outer
ring and the central mound. This description most typifies a
bell style barrow.

Feature 7, the shallow remains of a funerary pit from
which a small quantity of cremated bone was excavated, is
the only undisputable evidence for secondary or tertiary
burial at the Barford ring ditches. This feature may have
been the site of a cremation contained within one or more
of the funerary urns represented in the sherd sample. Fea-
tures 5 and 6 may also represent two scars of further funer-
ary insertions. This interpretation is useful in that these
features could then be linked, in general terms, to different
but not to specific elements of the ceramic assemblage. This
is important as the ceramics excavated from the site incor-
porate a range of urn types which characteristically span
several centuries of stylistic development.

The cramped layout of these assumed funerary inser-
tions, Fig. 3, could have presented practical problems for
users of the monument. Assuming that the urns in question
were held upright within the barrow mound, the cutting of
features 5 and 6 would have, inevitably but perhaps unwit-
tingly, disturbed any burial inserted above feature 7, or vice
versa. Since none of these shallow internal features have
been phased nor can they be associated directly with spe-
cific components in the ceramic assemblage, it cannot be
clarified whether or not pits 5, 6 and 7 were contemporary.
In fact the evidence reaffirms the probability of the monu-
ment being used over a considerable period of time.

Feature 3, an elongated and shallow cut through the top
of the inner ditch, may be all that remains of an extended
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inhumation. The evidence is scanty and conjectural, but
suggests the barrow mound was at least substantial enough
to totally cover the inner ditch, and high enough to have
housed a burial which would, presumably, have been at
least half as deep as it was long. This possible burial pit is
undated and it is, therefore, beyond the scope of the data to
say whether or not its insertion could have been one of the
last activities on the site. The orientation of the feature
approximately east-west means that if the pit did contain a
burial, it could have been a Christian. There is no specific
evidence for this suggestion, which relies on there being sig-
nificance in the orientation of feature 3. If, however, a
Christian burial was inserted in the barrow mound, the site
would have had to survive to a much later, post-Roman,
period than has been implied from the ceramic evidence.

The cultural association between Dorset biconical urns
and the users of disc barrows discussed by David Tomalin
may be relevant to the style and status of the site. There is
ploughed-out evidence both for and against the double ring
ditches at Barford ever having been a disc barrow. It is
argued here, chiefly from the patterns of silting observed in
the recut area of the outer ring, context 26, that in the mon-
ument’s later history the barrow was a bowl shaped con-
struction. It is believed that the recut of the outer ditch had
the effect of converting a bell shaped barrow into a more
bowl shaped earthwork.

The ceramics from the site suggest that the monument
may have been abandoned during the Late Bronze Age,
perhaps before the local emergence of globular and barrel
urns. The environmental report suggests the downland
around the barrow was ‘continually managed and operated
as either pasture or arable land well into historic periods’.
This suggests that even if the monument went out of use in
the Late Bronze Age the site may have been respected for
centuries, perhaps even for more than a millenia. The com-
pact clay loam in the top .45 m the outer ditch was, as has
been stated, mixed and totally without layers and is prob-
ably best equated with the destruction of the barrow. Two
sherds of Black Burnished Ware from these tertiary fills
provide a terminus post quem for this event of the third or
fourth century A.D. This upper deposit contained a sub-
stantial quantity of waste flint which could possibly have
formed a protective layer or light cairn over one or more of
the funerary vessels. This theory cannot be tested and there
is no other evidence for the material from which the barrow
may have been constructed.

The site at Barford Farm was clearly part of a wider pre-
historic landscape. Typically, these funerary areas can be
traced more readily than the settlements that must have
existed near-by. Fig. 1. illustrates many of the known bar-
row/ring ditches in the area, but information needs to be
continuously updated. Two double ring ditched sites are
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